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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department  of 
Agriculture 

pART  51—  FRESH  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES  AND  OTHER  PRODUCTS 
(INSPECTION,  CERTIFICATION  AND 
STANDARDS) 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Apples 

On  June  11,  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  FJt.  5675)  regarding  a 
proposed  revision  of  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Apples  (7  CFR, 
§§  51.300  to  51.327). 

Statement  of  considerations  leading  to 
the  revision  of  the  grade  standards.  The 
last  major  revision  of  the  U.S.  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Apples  was  in  1951.  Since  then 
minor  amendments  have  kept  the  stand¬ 
ards  reasonably  functional  but  industry 
changes  in  handling,  packaging,  and 
marketing  practices,  plus  repeated  re¬ 
quests  by  many  trade  members  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  various  changes  have  made 
modernization  of  the  standards  both  de¬ 
sirable  and  necessary. 

The  standards  proposed  were  the  re¬ 
sult  of  meetings,  discussions,  suggestions, 
and  opinions  of  representatives  of  all 
major  and  many  minor  U.S.  apple  pro¬ 
ducing  areas.  One  of  the  unresolved, 
controversial  provisions  was  modified 
and  included  in  the  proposal  while  cer¬ 
tain  other  even  more  controversial  pro¬ 
visions  were  omitted. 

Interest  generated  by  publication  of 
the  proposed  revised  standards  was  na¬ 
tionwide.  Communications  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  growers’  and  shippers’ 
organizations  throughout  the  many  pro¬ 
ducing  areas,  carrying  suggestions,  com¬ 
ments,  criticism  of  specific  provisions  or 
general  agreement. 

Note:  Packing  of  the  product  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  requirements  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  or  with  applicable 
State  laws  and  regulations. 

Following  are  the  principal  changes 
from  the  published  proposal  with  briefly 
described  determining  reasons: 

A  majority  of  comments  opposed  the 
proposed  requirement  that  packs  in  tray 
packed  or  cell  packed  cartons  be  both 
“fairly  tight’’  and  “fairly  well  filled.” 
This  was  changed  to  provide  that  such 
packs  meet  one  or  the  other  of  the  two 
requirements,  but  with  a  general  pro¬ 
vision  to  prevent  definitely  over-filled  or 
under-filled  packages. 

Various  opinions  and  requests  also  in¬ 
dicated  the  effective  date  for  applying  the 
provision  “free  from  damage  by  invisible 
watercore”  should  be  changed  from 


“after  December  31  of  the  year  of  pro¬ 
duction”  to  “after  January  31  of  the  year 
following  the  year  of  production.” 

Requests  from  most  producing  areas 
favored  a  change  in  color  requirements 
for  “U.S.  Fancy”  grades  of  solid  red  va¬ 
rieties  which  would  allow  a  more  practi¬ 
cal  color  differential  between  the  two 
higher  grades.  A  40  percent  requirement 
for  U.S.  Fancy  was  favored. 

Another  color  change  considered  neces¬ 
sary  by  regional  groups  representing 
heavy  shipments  of  McIntosh  is  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  “U.S.  Extra  Fancy”  color  re¬ 
quirement  for  that  variety  to  50  percent. 
This  is  reasonably  comparable  to  pro¬ 
posed  color  provisions  for  “U.S.  Extra 
Fancy”  grade  of  various  other  important 
varieties. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ters  presented,  including  the  proposal 
set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice,  the 
following  United  States  Standards  for 
Apples  are  hereby  promulgated  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  (Secs. 
203,  205,  60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended,  1090 
as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1622,  1624). 

Grades 

Sec. 

51.300  U.S.  Extra  Fancy. 

51.301  U.S.  Fancy. 

51.302  U.S.  No.  1. 

51.303  U.S.  UtUity. 

51.304  Combination  grades. 

Color 

51.305  Color  requirements. 

Unclassified 

51.306  Unclassified. 

Tolerances 

51.307  Tolerances. 

Application  of  Tolerances 

51.308  Application  of  tolerances. 
Calculation  of  Percentages 

51.309  Calculation  of  percentages. 

Condition  After  Storage  or  Transit 

51 .310  Condition  after  storage  or  transit. 

Packing  Requirements 

51.311  Packing  requirements. 

Marking  Requirements 

51.312  Marking  requirements. 

Definitions 

51.313  Mature. 

51.314  Overripe. 

51.315  Carefully  hand-picked. 

51.316  Clean. 

51.317  Fairly  well  formed. 

61.318  Injury. 

51.319  Damage. 

51.320  Serious  damage. 

51.321  Seriously  deformed. 

51.322  Diameter. 

U.S.  Condition  Standards  for  Export 

51.323  U.S.  Condition  Standards  for  Export. 

Authority:  55  51.300  to  51.323  issued  under 
secs.  203,  205,  60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended,  1090 
as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1622, 1624. 


Grades 

§  51.300  U.S.  Extra  Fancy. 

“U.S.  Extra  Fancy”  consists  of  apples 
of  one  variety  which  are  mature,  but  not 
overripe,  carefully  hand-picked,  clean, 
fairly  well  formed;  free  from  decay,  in¬ 
ternal  browning,  internal  breakdown, 
scald,  scab,  bitter  pit,  Jonathan  spot, 
freezing  injury,  broken  skins,  bruises 
(except  slight  bruises  which  are  incident 
to  proper  handling  and  packing),  and 
visible  watercore.  The  apples  are  also 
free  from  injury  caused  by  russeting, 
sunburn  or  spraybum,  limb  rubs,  hail, 
drought  spots,  scars,  stem  or  calyx 
cracks,  disease,  insects,  or  other  means; 
and  free  from  damage  by  invisible  water- 
core  after  January  31st  of  the  year  fol¬ 
lowing  the  year  of  production.  Each 
apple  of  this  grade  has  the  amount  of 
color  specified  in  §  51.305  for  the  variety. 
(See  §§  51.305  and  51.307.) 

§51.301  U.S.  Fancy. 

“U.S.  Fancy”  consists  of  apples  of  one 
variety  which  are  mature  but  not  over¬ 
ripe,  carefully  hand-picked,  clean,  fairly 
well  formed;  free  from  decay,  internal 
browning,  internal  breakdown,  bitter  pit, 
Jonathan  spot,  scald,  freezing  injury, 
broken  skins,  bruises  (except  those  inci¬ 
dent  to  proper  handling  and  packing), 
and  visible  watercore.  The  apples  are 
also  free  from  damage  caused  by  russet¬ 
ing,  sunburn  or  sprayburn,  limb  rubs, 
hail,  drought  spots,  scars,  stem  or  calyx 
cracks,  disease,  insects,  invisible  water- 
core  after  January  31st  of  the  year  fol¬ 
lowing  the  year  of  production,  or  damage 
by  other  means.  Each  apple  of  this 
grade  has  the  amount  of  color  specified 
in  §  51.305  for  the  variety.  (See 
|§  51.305  and  51.307.) 

§  51.302  U.S.  No.  1. 

The  requirements  for  this  grade  are 
the  same  as  for  U.S.  Fancy  except  for 
color,  russeting,  and  invisible  water- 
core.  In  this  grade  less  color  is  required 
for  all  varieties  except  yellow  and  green 
varieties,  for  which  the  requirements  for 
both  grades  are  the  same.  Apples  of  this 
grade  are  free  from  excessive  damage 
caused  by  russeting  which  means  that 
apples  meet  the  russeting  require¬ 
ments  for  U.S.  Fancy  as  defined  under 
the  definitions  of  “damage  by  russeting”, 
except  the  aggregate  area  of  an  apple 
which  may  be  covered  by  smooth  net-like 
russeting  shall  not  exceed  25  percent; 
and  the  aggregate  area  of  an  apple  which 
may  be  covered  by  smooth  solid  russeting 
shall  not  exceed  10  percent:  Provided, 
That  in  the  case  of  the  Yellow  Newtown 
or  similar  varieties  the  aggregate  area 
of  an  apple  which  may  be  covered  with 
smooth  solid  russeting  shall  not  exceed 
20  percent.  Each  apple  of  this  grade 
has  the  amount  of  color  specified  in 
§  51.305  for  the  variety.  There  is  no 
requirement  in  this  grade  pertaining  to 
Invisible  watercore.  (See  §§  51.305  and 
51.307.) 


9685 


9686 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(a>  U.S.  No.  1  Early.  “U.S.  No.  1 
Early”  consists  of  apples  which  meet  the 
requirements  of  U.S.  No.  1  grade  except 
as  to  color,  maturity  and  size.  Apples  of 
this  grade  have  no  color  requirements, 
need  not  be  mature,  and  are  not  less 
than  2  inches  in  diameter.  This  grade  is 
provided  for  varieties  such  as  Duchess, 
Gravenstein,  Red  June,  Twenty  Ounce, 
Wealthy,  Williams,  Yellow  Transparent, 
and  Lodi,  or  other  varieties  which  are 
normally  marketed  during  the  summer 
months.  (See  §  51.307.) 

(b)  U.S.  No.  1  Hail.  “U.S.  No.  1  Hail” 
consists  of  apples  which  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  U.S.  No.  1  grade  except 
that  hail  marks  where  the  skin  has  not 
been  broken,  and  well  healed  hail  marks 
where  the  skin  has  been  broken,  are 
permitted,  provided  the  apples  are  fairly 
well  formed.  (See  §§  51.305  and  51.307.) 

§  51.303  U.S.  Utility. 

“U.S.  Utility”  consists  of  apples  of  one 
variety  which  are  mature  but  not  over¬ 
ripe,  carefully  hand-picked,  not  seriously 
deformed;  free  from  decay,  internal 
browning,  internal  breakdown,  scald  and 
freezing  injury.  The  apples  are  also 
free  from  serious  damage  caused  by  dirt 
or  other  foreign  matter,  broken  skins, 
bruises,  russeting,  sunburn,  sprayburn, 
limb  rubs,  hail,  drought  spots,  scars, 
stem  or  calyx  cracks,  visible  watercore, 
disease,  insects,  or  other  means.  (See 
§  51.307.) 

§51.304  Combination  grades. 

(a)  Combinations  of  the  above  grades 
may  be  used  as  follows: 

(1)  Combination  U.S.  Extra  Fancy  and 
U.S.  Fancy; 

(2)  Combination  U.S.  Fancy  and  U.S. 
No.  1; 

(3)  Combination  U.S.  No.  1  and  U.S. 
Utility. 

(b)  Combinations  other  than  these  are 
not  permitted  in  connection  with  the 
U.S.  apple  grades.  When  Combination 
grades  are  packed,  at  least  50  percent  of 
the  apples  in  any  lot  shall  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  grade  in  the 
combination.  (See  §  51.307.) 

Color 

§  51.305  Color  requirements. 

In  addition  to  the  requirements  speci¬ 
fied  for  the  grades  set  forth  in  §§  51.300 
to  51.304  apples  of  these  grades  shall 
have  the  percentage  of  color  specified  for 
the  variety  in  Table  I  appearing  in  this 
section.  For  the  solid  red  varieties  the 
percentage  stated  refers  to  the  area  of 
the  surface  which  must  be  covered  with 
a  good  shade  of  solid  red  characteristic 
of  the  variety:  Provided,  That  an  apple 
having  color  of  a  lighter  shade  of 
solid  red  or  striped  red  than  that  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  good  shade  of  red  charac¬ 
teristic  of  the  variety  may  be  admitted  to 
a  grade,  provided  it  has  sufficient  addi¬ 
tional  area  covered  so  that  the  apple 
has  as  good  an  appearance  as  one  with 
the  minimum  percentage  of  good  red 
characteristic  of  the  variety  required  for 
the  grade.  For  the  striped  red  varieties 
the  percentage  stated  refers  to  the  area 
of  the  surface  in  which  the  stripes  of 
a  good  shade  of  red  characteristic  of 
the  variety  shall  predominate  over 


stripes  of  lighter  red,  green,  or  yellow. 
However,  an  apple  having  color  of  a 
lighter  shade  than  that  considered  as  a 
good  shade  of  red  characteristic  of  the 
variety  may  be  admitted  to  a  grade,  pro¬ 
vided  it  has  sufficient  additional  area 
covered  so  that  the  apple  has  as  good 
an  appearance  as  one  with  the  minimum 
percentage  of  stripes  of  a  good  red 
characteristic  of  the  variety  required  for 
the  grade.  Faded  brown  stripes  shall 
not  be  considered  as  color  except  in  the 
case  of  the  Gray  Baldwin  variety. 


Tari.e  I — Color  Requirements  for  Specified  U.S. 
Grades  of  Apples  by  Varieties 


Variety 

U.S. 

Extra 

Fancy 

U.S. 

Fancy 

U.S. 
No.  1 

Solid  Red: 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Black  Ben . 

66 

40 

25 

Gano . 

66 

40 

25 

Winesap . . . 

66 

40 

25 

Other  similar  varieties  • . 

66 

40 

25 

Red  Sport  varieties  '... . 

66 

40 

25 

Striped  or  partially  red: 

Jonathan . 

66 

33 

25 

McIntosh . 

50 

33 

25 

Cortland . . . 

50 

33 

25 

Other  similar  varieties 8 _ 

50 

33 

25 

Rome  Beauty . 

60 

33 

15 

Stayman . 

50 

33 

15 

York  Imperial . . . 

50 

33 

15 

Baldwin . 

50 

25 

15 

Ben  Davis. . 

50 

25 

15 

Delicious . 

50 

25 

15 

Mammoth  Black  Twig _ 

50 

25 

15 

Turley . 

50 

25 

15 

Wagener . 

50 

25 

15 

Wealthy . 

50 

25 

15 

Willow  Twig . . . 

50 

25 

15 

Northern  Spy _ 

50 

25 

15 

Other  similar  varieties  * _ 

50 

25 

15 

Hubbardston _ 

50 

15 

10 

Stark _ 

50 

16 

10 

Other  similar  varieties . 

50 

15 

10 

Red  June . . . 

50 

15 

(*) 

Red  Gravenstein . 

50 

15 

(») 

V  illiams . 

50 

15 

(») 

Other  similar  varieties . 

50 

15 

(*) 

Oravenstein . . 

25 

10 

0) 

Duchess  . . . 

25 

10 

(•) 

Other  similar  varieties  • _ 

25 

10 

(•) 

Red  cheeked  or  blushed: 

Maiden  Blush . . 

(9 

(9 

(«) 

(«) 

Twenty  Ounce . 

(•) 

(») 

■Winter  Banana. . . 

(7) 

(•) 

(») 

Other  similar  varieties . 

O 

(*) 

(•) 

Green  varieties . . . . 

(*) 

(*) 

(») 

Yellow  varieties _ _ _ 

(«) 

(*) 

(») 

Golden  Delicious . 

(”) 

(10) 

(“) 

^Arkansas  Black  Beacon,  Detroit  Red,  Esopus 
Spitxenburg,  King  David,  Lowry,  Minjon. 

*  When  Red  Sport  varieties  are  specified  as  such  they 
shall  meet  the  color  requirements  specified  for  Red 
Sport  varieties. 

' 3  Haralson,  Kendall,  Macoun,  Snow  (Fameusc). 

*  Bonum,  Early  McIntosh,  Limbertwig,  Milton,  Nero, 
Paragon,  Melba. 

» Tinge  of  color. 

*  Red  Astrachan,  Smokehouse,  Summer  Rambo, 
Dudley. 

7  Blush  cheek. 

8  None. 

8  Characteristic  ground  color. 

i*  75  percent  characteristic  color.  Note:  When  the 
white  or  light  green  predominates  over  the  green  color, 
this  is  considered  as  minimum  characteristic  color. 

ii  33  percent  characteristic  color. 

Unclassified 
§  51.306  Unclassified. 

“Unclassified”  consists  of  apples  which 
have  not  been  classified  in  conformity 
with  any  of  the  foregoing  grades.  The 
term  “unclassified”  is  not  a  grade  within 
the  meaning  of  these  standards  but  is 
provided  as  a  designation  to  show  that 
no  definite  grade  has  been  applied  to  the 
lot. 

Tolerances 
§  51.307  Tolerances. 

In  order  to  allow  for  variations  inci¬ 
dent  to  proper  grading  and  handling  in 


each  of  the  foregoing  grades  the  follow¬ 
ing  tolerances,  are  provided  as  specified : 

(a)  Defects: 

(1)  U.S.  Extra  Fancy,  U.S.  Fancy,  U.S. 
No.  1,  U.S.  No.  1  Early  and  U.S.  No.  1 
Hail  Grades:  10  percent  of  the  apples  in 
any  lot  may  fail  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  grades,  but  not  more  than  one-half 
of  this  amount,  or  5  percent,  shall  be 
allowed  for  apples  which  are  seriously 
damaged,  including  in  the  latter  amount 
not  more  than  1  percent  for  apples  af¬ 
fected  by  decay  or  internal  breakdown 
or  both. 

(2)  U.S.  Utility  grade:  10  percent  of 
the  apples  in  any  lot  may  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  grade,  but  not 
more  than  one-half  of  this  amount,  or  5 
percent,  shall  be  allowed  for  apples 
which  are  seriously  damaged  by  insects, 
and  including  in  the  total  tolerance  not 
more  than  1  percent  for  apples  affected 
by  decay  or  internal  breakdown  or  both. 

(b)  When  applying  the  foregoing 
tolerances  to  Combination  grades  no  part 
of  any  tolerance  shall  be  allowed  to  re¬ 
duce,  for  the  lot  as  a  whole,  the  50  per¬ 
cent  of  apples  of  the  higher  grade  re¬ 
quired  in  the  combination  but  individual 
containers  shall  have  not  less  than  40 
percent  of  the  higher  grade. 

(c)  Size:  When  size  is  designated  by 
the  numerical  count  for  a  container,  not 
more  than  5  percent  of  the  apples  in  the 
lot  may  vary  more  than  y4  inch  in  diam¬ 
eter.  When  size  is  designated  by  mini¬ 
mum  or  maximum  diameter,  not  more 
than  5  percent  of  the  apples  in  any  lot 
may  be  smaller  than  the  designated 
minimum  and  not  more  than  10  percent 
may  be  larger  than  the  designated 
maximum. 

Application  of  Tolerances 
§  51.308  Application  of  tolerances. 

The  contents  of  individual  packages 
in  the  lot,  are  subject  to  the  following 
limitations :  Provided,  That  the  averages 
for  the  entire  lot  are  within  the  toler¬ 
ances  specified  for  the  grade: 

(a)  Packages  which  contain  more 
than  10  pounds: 

(1)  Shall  have  not  more  than  one  and 
one-half  times  a  specified  tolerance  of 
10  percent  or  more  and  not  more  than 
double  a  tolerance  of  less  than  10  per¬ 
cent,  except  that  at  least  one  apple 
which  is  seriously  damaged  by  insects 
or  affected  by  decay  or  internal  break¬ 
down  may  be  permitted  in  any  package. 

(b)  Packages  which  contain  10  pounds 
or  less: 

(1)  Not  over  10  percent  of  the  pack¬ 
ages  may  have  more  than  three  times 
the  tolerance  specified,  except  that  at 
least  one  defective  apple  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  in  any  package:  Provided,  That 
not  more  than  one  apple  or  more  than  6 
percent  (whichever  is  the  larger  amount) 
may  be  seriously  damaged  by  insects  or 
affected  by  decay  or  internal  breakdown. 

Calculation  of  Percentages 
§  51.309  Calculation  of  percentages. 

(a)  When  the  numerical  count  is 
marked  on  the  container,  percentages 
shall  be  calculated  on  the  basis  of  count. 

(b)  When  the  minimum  diameter  or 
minimum  and  maximum  diameters  are 
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marked  on  the  container,  percentages 
shall  be  calculated  on  the  basis  of  weight, 
except  that  when  the  variation  between 
minimum  and  maximum  diameters  is 
not  more  than  one-fourth  inch,  per¬ 
centages  may  be  calculated  on  the  basis 
of  count. 

(c)  When  the  apples  are  in  bulk,  per¬ 
centages  shall  be  calculated  on  the  basis 

of  weight. 

Condition  After  Storage  or  Transit 

§  51.310  Condition  after  storage  or 
transit. 

(a)  Decay,  scald  or  any  other  deteri¬ 
oration  which  may  have  developed  on 
apples  after  they  have  been  in  storage 
or  transit  shall  be  considered  as  affecting 
condition  and  not  the  grade. 

Packing  Requirements 
§51.311  Packing  requirements. 

(a)  Apples  tray  packed  or  cell  packed 
in  fiberboard  cartons  shall  be  arranged 
according  to  approved  and  recognized 
methods.  Packs  shall  be  at  least  fairly 
tight 1  or  fairly  well  filled  *  but  the  con¬ 
tents  shall  not  show  excessive  or  unnec¬ 
essary  bruising  because  of  over-filled 
packages  and  the  top  layer  of  apples  shall 
be  not  more  than  %  inch  below  the  top 
edge  of  the  carton. 

(b)  Closed  cartons  containing  apples 
not  tray  packed  or  cell  packed  shall  be 
fairly  well  filled*  or  the  pack  shall  be 
sufficiently  tight  to  prevent  any  appreci¬ 
able  movement  of  the  apples. 

(c)  Packs  in  wooden  boxes  or  baskets 
shall  be  sufficiently  tight  to  prevent  any 
appreciable  movement  of  apples  within 
containers  when  the  packages  are  closed. 
Each  wrapped  apple  shall  be  completely 
enclosed  by  its  individual  wrapper. 

(d)  Apples  on  the  shown  face  of  any 
container  shall  be  reasonably  represent¬ 
ative  in  size,’  color  and  quality  of  the 
contents. 

(e)  Tolerances.  In  order  to  allow  for 
variations  incident  to  proper  packing, 
not  more  than  10  percent  of  the  con¬ 
tainers  in  any  lot  may  fail  to  meet  these 
requirements. 

Marking  Requirements 

§51.312  Marking  requirements. 

/ 

The  numerical  count  or  the  minimum 
diameter  of  the  apples  packed  in  a  closed 
container  shall  be  indicated  on  the 
container. 

(a)  When  the  numerical  count  is  not 
shown  the  minimum  diameter  shall  be 
plainly  stamped,  stenciled,  or  otherwise 
marked  on  the  container  in  terms  of 
whole  and  quarter  inches,  or  whole  and 
eighth  inches,  in  accordance  with  the 
facts. 

1  "Fairly  tight"  means  that  apples  are  of 
the  proper  size  for  molds  or  ceU  compart¬ 
ments  In  which  they  are  packed,  and  that 
molds  or  cells  are  filled  In  such  a  way  that  no 
more  than  slight  movement  of  apples  within 
molds  or  cells  Is  possible. 

2  “Fairly  well  filled”  means  that  the  net 
weight  of  apples  In  containers  ranging  from 
2100  to  2900  cubic  Inch  capacity  is  not  less 

than  37  pounds  for  Cortland,  Gravensteln, 
Jonathan,  McIntosh  and  Golden  Delicious 
varieties  and  not  less  than  40  pounds  for 
all  other  varieties. 
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Definitions 
§  51.313  Mature. 

“Mature”  means  that  the  apples  have 
reached  the  stage  of  development  which 
will  insure  the  proper  completion  of  the 
ripening  process.  Before  a  mature  ap¬ 
ple  becomes  overripe  it  will  show  varying 
degrees  of  firmness,  depending  upon  the 
stage  of  the  ripening  process.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  terms  are  used  for  describing 
these  different  stages  of  firmness  of 
apples: 

(a)  “Hard”  means  apples  with  a  tena¬ 
cious  flesh  and  starchy  flavor. 

(b)  “Firm”  means  apples  with  a  tena¬ 
cious  flesh  but  which  are  becoming  crisp 
with  a  slight  starchy  flavor  except  the 
Delicious  variety. 

(c)  “Firm  ripe”  means  apples  with 
crisp  flesh  except  that  the  flesh  of  the 
apples  of  the  Gano,  Ben  Davis,  and  Rome 
Beauty  varieties  may  be  slightly  mealy. 

(d)  “Ripe”  means  apples  with  mealy 
flesh  and  soon  to  become  soft  for  the 
variety. 

§  51.314  Overripe. 

“Overripe”  means  apples  which  are 
dead  ripe,  with  flesh  very  mealy  or  soft, 
and  past  commercial  utility. 

§51.315  Carefully  hand-picked. 

“Carefully  hand-picked”  means- that 
the  apples  do  not  show  evidence  of  rough 
handling  or  of  having  been  on  the 
ground. 

§  51.316  Clean. 

“Clean”  means  that  the  apples  are  free 
from  excessive  dirt,  dust,  spray  residue 
and  other  foreign  material. 

§  51.317  Fairly  well  formed. 

“Fairly  well  formed”  means  that  the 
apple  may  be  slightly  abnormal  in  shape 
but  not  to  an  extent  which  detracts  ma¬ 
terially  from  its  appearance. 

§  51.318  Injury. 

“Injury”  means  any  specific  defect  de¬ 
fined  in  this  section;  or  an  equally  ob¬ 
jectionable  variation  of  any  one  of  these 
defects,  any  other  defect,  or  any  combi¬ 
nation  of  defects,  which  more  than 
slightly  detracts  from  the  appearance, 
or  the  edible  or  shipping  quality  of  the 
apple.  The  following  specific  defects 
Shall  be  considered  as  injury : 

(a)  Russeting  in  the  stem  cavity  or 
calyx  basin  which  cannot  be  seen  when 
the  apple  is  placed  stem  end  or  calyx 
end  down  on  a  flat  surface,  shall  not  be 
considered  in  determining  whether  or 
not  an  apple  is  injured  by  russeting,  ex¬ 
cept  that  rough  or  bark-like  russeting  in 
the  stem  cavity  or  calyx  basin  shall  be 
considered  as  injury  when  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  apple  is  materially  affected. 
The  following  types  and  amounts  of 
russeting  outside  of  the  stem  cavity  or 
calyx  basin,  shall  be  considered  as  in¬ 
jury: 

(1)  Smooth  net-like  russeting,  when 
an  aggregate  area  of  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  surface  is  covered,  and  the 
color  of  the  russeting  shows  no  very  pro¬ 
nounced  contrast  with  the  background 
color  of  the  apple,  or  lesser  amounts  of 
more  conspicuous  net-like  russeting 
when  the  appearance  is  affected  to  a 
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greater  extent  than  the  above  amount 
permitted. 

(2)  Smooth,  solid  russeting  which 
covers  an  aggregate  area  of  more  than 
5  percent  of  the  surface,  and  the  pattern 
and  color  of  the  russeting  shows  no  very 
pronounced  contrast  with  the  back¬ 
ground  color  of  the  apple,  or  lesser 
amounts  of  more  conspicuous  solid 
russeting  when  the  appearance  is  af¬ 
fected  to  a  greater  extent  than  the  above 
amount  permitted.8 

(3)  Slightly  rough  russeting  which 
covers  an  aggregate  area  of  more  than 
one-half  inch  in  diameter  when  outside 
the  stem  or  calyx  basin.8 

(4)  Rough  russeting  which  covers  an 
aggregate  area  of  more  than  one-fourth 
inch  in  diameter  unless  it  is  well  within 
the  stem  cavity  or  calyx  basin  and  is 
not  readily  apparent. 

(b)  Sunburn  or  sprayburn,  when  the 
discolored  area  does  not  blend  into  the 
normal  color  of  the  fruit. 

(c)  Dark  brown  or  black  limb  rubs 
which  affect  a  total  area  of  more  than 
one-fourth  inch  in  diameter,  except  that 
light  brown  limb  rubs  of  a  russet 
character  shall  be  considered  under  the 
definition  of  injury  by  russeting.1 2 3 

(d)  Hail  marks  with  unbroken  skin, 
drought  spots  or  other  similar  depres¬ 
sions  or  scars  where  there  is  appi  eciable 
discoloration  or  when  the  indentations 
are  not  superficial,  or  when  an  individual 
indentation  exceeds  one-eighth  inch  in 
diameter,  or  the  total  affected  area  ex¬ 
ceeds  one-half  inch  in  diameter.8 

(e)  Stem  or  calyx  cracks  which  are 
not  well  healed,  or  well  healed  stem  or 
calyx  cracks  which  exceed  a  length  of 
one-fourth  inch. 

(f)  Diseases: 

(1)  Cedar  rust  infection  which  affects 
a  total  area  of  more  than  one-fourth  inch 
in  diameter.8 

(2)  Sooty  blotch  or  fly  speck  which  is 
thinly  scattered  over  more  than  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  surface,  or  dark  heavily  con¬ 
centrated  spots  which  affect  an  area  of 
more  than  one-fourth  inch  in.  diameter. 3 

13)  Red  skin  spots  which  are  thinly 
scattered  over  more  than  one-tenth  of 
the  surface,  or  dark,  heavily  concen¬ 
trated  spots  which  affect  an  area  of  more 
than  one-fourth  inch  in  diameter.3 

(g)  Insects: 

(1)  Any  healed  sting  or  healed  stings 
which  affect  a  total  area  of  more  than 
one-eighth  inch  in  diameter  including 
any  encircling  discolored  rings.3 

(2)  Wormholes. 

§  51.319  Damage. 

“Damage”  means  any  specific  defect 
defined  in  this  section;  or  an  equally  ob¬ 
jectionable  variation  of  any  one  of  these 
defects,  any  other  defect,  or  any  combi¬ 
nation  of  defects,  which  materially  de¬ 
tracts  from  the  appearance,  or  the  edible 
or  shipping  quality  of  the  apple.  The 
following  specific  defects  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  damage: 

(a)  Russeting  in  the  stem  cavity  or 
calyx  basin  which  cannot  be  seen  when 
the  apple  is  placed  stem  end  or  calyx 
end  down  on  a  fiat  surface  shall  not  be 
considered  in  determining  whether  or  not 

*  The  area  refers  to  that  of  a  circle  of  the 
specified  diameter. 
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an  apple  is  damaged  by  russet  in  g,  except 
that  excessively  rough  or  bark -like  rus- 
seting  in  the  stem  cavity  or  calyx  basin 
shall  be  considered  as  damage  when  the 
appearance  of  the  apple  is  materially 
affected.  The  following  types  and 
amounts  of  russeting  outside  of  the  stem 
cavity  or  calyx  basin,  shall  be  considered 
as  damage: 

(1)  Russeting  which  is  excessively 
rough  on  Roxbury  Russet  and  other  sim¬ 
ilar  varieties. 

(2)  Smooth  net-like  russeting,  when 
an  aggregate  area  of  more  than  15  per¬ 
cent  of  the  surface  is  covered,  and  the 
color  of  the  russeting  shows  no  very  pro¬ 
nounced  contrast  with  the  background 
color  of  the  apple,  or  lesser  amounts  of 
more  conspicuous  net-like  russeting 
when  the  appearance  is  affected  to  a 
greater  extent  than  the  above  amount 
permitted. 

(3)  Smooth  solid  russeting,  when  an 
aggregate  area  of  more  than  5  percent 
of  the  surface  is  covered,  and  the  pat¬ 
tern  and  color  of  the  russeting  shows 
no  very  pronounced  contrast  with  the 
background  color  of  the  apple,  or  lesser 
amounts  of  more  conspicuous  solid  rus¬ 
seting  when  the  appearance  is  affected 
to  a  greater  extent  than  the  above 
amount  permitted. 

(4)  Slightly  rough  russeting  which 
covers  an  aggregate  area  of  more  than 
one-half  inch  in  diameter.* 

(5)  Rough  russeting  which  exceeds 
one-fourth  inch  in  diameter,  unless  it 
is  well  within  the  stem  cavity  or  calyx 
basin  and  is  not  readily  apparent.* 

(b)  Sunburn  or  spraybum  which  has 
caused  blistering  or  cracking  of  the  skin, 
or  when  the  discolored  area  does  not 
blend  into  the  normal  color  of  the  fruit 
unless  the  injury  can  be  classed  as  rus¬ 
seting. 

(c)  Limb  rubs  which  affect  a  total 
area  of  more  than  one -half  inch  in  diam¬ 
eter,  except  that  light  brown  limb  rubs 
of  a  russet  character  shall  be  considered 
under  the  definition  of  damage  by  rus¬ 
seting.* 

(d)  Hail  marks,  drought  spots,  or 
other  similar  depressions  or  scars  when 
the  skin  has  not  been  broken  and  the 
injury  is  more  than  slightly  depressed 
or  affects  a  total  area  of  more  than  one- 
half  inch  in  diameter;  or  hail  marks  or 
similar  scars  when  the  skin  has  been 
broken  and  the  injury  is  not  well  healed, 
or  is  more  than  slightly  depressed,  or 
.affects  an  aggregate  area  of  more  than 
one-fourth  inch  in  diameter.* 

(e)  Stem  or  calyx  cracks  which  are  not 
well  healed,  or  well  healed  stem  or  calyx 
cracks  which  exceed  an  aggregate  length 
of  one-fourth  inch. 

(f )  Invisible  watercore  existing  around 
the  core  and  extending  to  watercore  in 
the  vascular  bundles ;  or  surrounding  the 
vascular  bundles  when  the  affected  areas 
surrounding  three  or  more  vascular  bun¬ 
dles  meet  or  coalesce ;  or  existing  in  more 
than  slight  degree  outside  the  circular 
area  formed  by  the  vascular  bundles. 

(g)  Diseases: 

(1)  Scab  spots  which  affect  a  total  area 
of  more  than  one-fourth  inch  in  di¬ 
ameter.* 


*  The  area  refers  to  that  of  a  circle  of  the 
specified  diameter. 


(2)  Cedar  rust  infection  which  affects 
a  total  area  of  more  than  one-fourth 
inch  in  diameter.* 

(3)  Sooty  blotch  or  fly  speck  which  is 
thinly  scattered  over  more  than  one- 
tenth  of  the  surface,  or  dark,  heavily 
concentrated  spots  which  affect  an  area 
of  more  than  one-half  inch  in  diameter.* 

(4)  Red  skin  spots  which  are  thinly 
scattered  over  more  than  one-tenth  of 
the  surface,  or  dark,  heavily  concentrated 
spots  which  affect  an  area-of  more  than 
one-half  inch  in  diameter.* 

(h)  Insects: 

(1)  Any  healed  sting  or  healed  stings 
which  affect  a  total  area  of  more  than 
three -sixteenths  inch  in  diameter  in¬ 
cluding  any  encircling  discolored  rings.* 

(2)  Wormholes. 

§  51.320  Serious  damage. 

“Serious  damage”  means  any  specific 
defect  defined  in  this  section;  or  an 
equally  objectionable  variation  of  any 
one  of  these  defects,  any  other  defect, 
or  any  combination  of  defects  which  se¬ 
riously  detracts  from  the  appearance,  6r 
the  edible  or  shipping  quality  of  the 
apple.  The  following  specific  defects 
shall  be  considered  as  serious  damage: 

(a)  The  following  types  and  amounts 
of  russeting  shall  bex  considered  as  se¬ 
rious  damage: 

(1)  Smooth  solid  russeting,  when  more 
than  one-half  of  the  surface  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  is  covered,  including  any  russet¬ 
ing  in  the  stem  cavity  or  calyx  basin,  or 
slightly  rough,  or  excessively  rough  or 
bark-like  russeting,  which  detracts  from 
the  appearance  of  the  fruit  to  a  greater 
extent  than  the  amount  of  smooth  solid 
russeting  permitted:  Provided,  That  any 
amount  of  russeting  shall  be  permitted 
on  Roxbury  Russet  and  other  similar 
varieties. 

(b)  Sunburn  or  sprayburn  which  se¬ 
riously  detracts  from  the  appearance  of 
the  fruit. 

(c)  Limb  rubs  which  affect  more  than 
one-tenth  of  the  surface  in  the  aggregate. 

(d)  Hail  marks,  drought  spots,  or 
scars,  if  they  materially  deform  or  dis¬ 
figure  the  fruit,  or  if  such  defects  affect 
more  than  one-tenth  of  the  surface  in 
the  aggregate:  Provided,  That  no  hail 
marks  which  are  unhealed  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  and  not  more  than  an  aggregate 
area  of  one-half  inch  shall  be  allowed 
for  well-healed  hail  marks  where  the 
skin  has  been  broken.* 

(e)  Stem  or  calyx  cracks  which  are  not 
well  healed,  or  well  healed  stem  or  calyx 
cracks  which  exceed  an  aggregate  length 
of  one-half  inch. 

(f)  Visible  watercore  which  affects  an 
area  of  more  than  one-half  inch  in 
diameter* 

(g)  Diseases: 

(1)  Scab  spots  which  affect  a  total 
area  of  more  than  three-fourths  inch  in 
diameter.* 

(2)  Cedar  rust  infection  which  affects 
a  total  area  of  more  than  three-fourths 
inch  in  diameter.* 

(3)  Sooty  blotch  or  fly  speck  which 
affects  more  than  one-third  of  the 
surface. 

(4)  Red  skin  spots  which  affect  more 
than  one-third  of  the  surface. 


(5)  Bitter  pit  and  Jonathan  spot 
which  is  thinly  scattered  over  more  than 
one-tenth  of  the  surface  and  does  not 
materially  deform  or  disfigure  the  fruit, 
(h)  Insects: 

(1)  Healed  stings  which  affect  a  total 
area  of  more  than  one-fourth  inch  in 
diameter  including  any  encircling  dis¬ 
colored  rings.* 

(2)  Wormholes. 

§  51.321  Seriously  deformed. 

“Seriously  deformed”  means  that  the 
apple  is  so  badly  misshapen  that  its  ap¬ 
pearance  is  seriously  affected. 

§  51.322  Diameter. 

“Diameter”  means  the  greatest  dimen¬ 
sion  of  the  apple  measured  at  right  an¬ 
gles  to  a  line  from  the  stem  to  blossom 
end. 

U.S.  Condition  Standards  for  Export 

§  51.323  U.S.  Condition  Standards  for 
Export. 

.(1)  Not  more  than  5  percent  of  the 
apples  in  any  lot  shall  be  further  ad¬ 
vanced  in  maturity  than  firm  ripe. 

(2)  Not  more  than  5  percent  of  the 
apples  in  any  lot  shall  be  damaged  by 
storage  scab. 

(3)  Not  more  than  a  total  of  5  percent 
of  the  apples  in  any  lot  shall  be  affected 
by  scald,  internal  breakdown,  freezing 
injury  or  decay;  or  damaged  by  water- 
core,  bitter  pit,  Jonathan  spot,  or  other 
condition  factors:  Provided,  That: 

(a)  Not  more  than  a  total  of  2  per¬ 
cent  shall  be  allowed  for  apples  affected 
by  decay  and  soft  scald; 

(b)  Not  more  than  2  percent  shall  be 
allowed  for  apples  affected  by  internal 
breakdown;  and, 

(c)  Not  more  than  2  percent  of  slight 
scald  shall  be  allowed  for  lots  especially 
and  properly  treated  to  prevent  scald; 
otherwise,  the  apples  must  be  free  from 
scald. 

(4)  Container  packs  shall  comply  with 
packing  requirements  specified  in 
§  51.311  of  the  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades 
of  Apples. 

(5)  Any  lot  of  apples  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  meeting  the  U.S.  Condition 
Standards  for  Export  if  the  entire  lot 
averages  within  the  requirements  speci¬ 
fied:  Provided,  That  no  package  in  any 
lot  shall  have  more  than  double  the  per¬ 
centages  specified,  except  that  for  packs 
which  contain  10  pounds  or  less,  indi¬ 
vidual  packages  in  any  lot  are  restricted 
to  3  times  the  tolerance  or  one  apple 
(whichever  is  the  greater  amount). 

Note:  “Damage  by  watercore”  means  ex¬ 
ternally  Invisible  watercore  existing  around 
the  core  and  extending  to  watercore  in  the 
vascular  bundles;  or  surrounding  the  vascu¬ 
lar  bundles  when  the  affected  areas  sur¬ 
rounding  three  or  more  vascular  bundles 
meet  or  coalesce;  or  existing  in  more  than 
slight  degree  outside  the  circular  area  formed 
by  the  vascular  bundles;  or  any  externally 
visible  watercore. 

Effective  date:  It  is  hereby  found  that 
good  cause  exists  for  dispensing  with  the 
effective  date  requirements  of  section 


4  These  Standards  may  be  applied  to  do¬ 
mestic  shipments  as  well  as  export  lots,  and 
may  be  alternately  referred  to  as  “U.S.  Con¬ 
dition  Standards.” 
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4(c)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003) ,  in  that:  (1)  The  cur¬ 
rent  packing  season  for  apples  is  now 
underway  and  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  and  the  industry  that  this  revi¬ 
sion  be  placed  in  effect  at  the  earliest  pos¬ 
sible  date;  (2)  No  special  preparation  is 
required  for  compliance  with  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  the  part  of  the  members  of  the 
apple  industry  or  of  others.  Accordingly 
this  revision  shall  become  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1963  and  will  thereupon  su¬ 
persede  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Apples  which  have  been  in  effect  since 
September  19, 1958,  as  amended  June  10, 
1959  (7  CFR  §§  51.300  to  51.327)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  (secs. 
203,  205,  60  Stat.  1087  as  amended,  1090 
as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1622, 1624). 

Dated:  August  30, 1963. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Associate  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9518;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


Chapter  X — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders;  Milk),  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture 

[Milk  Order  70] 

PART  1070 — MILK  IN  CEDAR  RAPIDS- 

IOWA  CITY  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Suspending  Certain  Provisions 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  of  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 
marketing  area  (7  CFR  Part  1070),  it 
is  hereby  found  and  determined  that : 

(a)  The  following  provisions  of  the  or¬ 
der  no  longer  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act  for  the  period 
through  April  30,  1964: 

a.  In  §  1070.10(d)  (3)  the  following 
provisions : 

1.  In  the  text  preceding  the  table  the 
phrase,  “in  the  months  indicated,”;  and 

2.  In  the  table  of  months  and  mini¬ 
mum  percentages,  all  provisions  other 
than  the  heading  “Minimum  percent¬ 
age”  and  the  figure  “30”. 

The  suspension  of  these  provisions 
would  result  in  the  text  reading  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(3)  From  which  the  quantity  of  milk 
transferred  by  the  association  to  plants 
of  other  handlers  specified  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  plus  that  delivered 
by  such  association  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  and  that  de¬ 
livered  directly  from  the  farms  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  such  association  to  such  plants 
is  at  least  the  following  percentages  of 
the  total  quantity  of  Grade  A  milk  de¬ 
livered  by  all  producers  who  are  members 
of  the  association: 

Minimum  percentage :  30 

b.  In  §  1070.14  paragraph  (b)(1). 

(b)  Thirty  days  notice  of  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  is  impractical,  unneces¬ 
sary,  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
in  that: 


( 1 )  This  suspension  order  does  not  re¬ 
quire  of  persons  affected  substantial  or 
extensive  preparation  prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date. 

(2)  This  suspension  order  is  necessary 
to  reflect  current  marketing  conditions 
and  to  maintain  orderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  marketing  area. 

(3)  This  suspension  order  will  main¬ 
tain  the  pool  status  of  a  market-balanc¬ 
ing  plant  operated  by  the  principal  co¬ 
operative  association  in  the  market. 
This  plant  is  historically  associated  with 
the  market  and  performs  the  function 
of  handling  the  reserve  supply  in  the 
market.  This  action  will  also  prevent 
uneconomic  movements  of  milk  to  main¬ 
tain  the  producer  status  of  cooperative 
members  shipping  to  this  plant. 

(4)  Interested  parties  were  afforded 
opportunity  to  file  written  data,  views  or 
arguments  concerning  suspension  of 
these  provisions.  (28  F.R.  8412.)  Views 
supporting  such  action  were  received 
from  producer  associations  representing 
about  70  percent  of  the  producers  sup¬ 
plying  the  market.  No  opposing  views 
were  filed. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  effective  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  the  afore¬ 
said  provisions  of  the  order  are  hereby 
suspended  for  the  period  through  April 
30, 1964. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective  date:  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
30,  1963. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  63-9519;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 

Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  International 

Commerce,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce 

SUBCHAPTER  B — EXPORT  REGULATIONS 

[9th  General  Rev.  of  Export  Regs.;  Arndt.  66] 

PART  385 — EXPORTATION  OF 
TECHNICAL  DATA 

General  Licenses;  Requirements  of 
Written  Assurance 

Section  385.2  General  Licenses,  para¬ 
graph  (c)  General  License  GTDU;  un¬ 
published  technical  data,  subparagraph 

(4)  Requirements  of.  written  assurance, 
subdivision  (ii)  is  amended  by: 

1.  Substituting  the  word  “inches”  for 
the  symbol  in  (a),  (b),  ie),  if)  and  (g) ; 

2.  Redesignating  (h)  as  Uc) ;  and 

3.  Adding  the  following  new  (h),  ii), 
and  ij) : 

ih)  Portable  pneumatic  and  hydraulic 
drilling  machines  capable  of  tapping 
steel  line  pipe  of  a  size  greater  than  19 
inches  o.d.  without  interruption  of  flow 
(Schedule  B  Nos.  74570  and  74601 ) ; 


ii)  Meters  with  inlet  or  outlet  diam¬ 
eter  10  inches  or  larger  specially  designed 
to  measure  flow  in  petroleum  and/or 
natural  gas  pipe  line  (Schedule  B  No. 
76680) ; 

ij)  Valves  specially  designed  for  tem¬ 
porarily  stopping  off  or  plugging  a  section 
of  steel  line  pipe  of  a  size  greater  than 
19  inches  o.d.  (Schedule  B  No.  77450)  ; 
and 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
September  23, 1963. 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7;  50  U.S.C.  App.  2023;  E.O. 
10945,  26  F.R.  4487;  E.O.  11038,  27  F.R.  7003) 

Forrest  D.  Hockersmith, 
Director, 

Office  of  Export  Control. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9476;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F— Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Hot-Melt  Strippable  Food  Coatings 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  submitted  in 
a  petition  (FAP  1038)  filed  by  American 
Cyanamid  Company,  Post  Office  Box  400, 
Princeton,  New  Jersey,  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  material,  has  concluded  that  the 
food  additive  regulations  should  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  use  of  hot- 
melt  strippable  food  coatings.  There¬ 
fore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409(0(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)  (1) ) ,  and  under  the  authority  del¬ 
egated  to  the  Commissioner  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(25  F.R.  8625),  the  food  additive  regula¬ 
tions  (21  CFR  Part  121)  are  amended  by 
adding  to  Subpart  F  the  following  new 
section : 

§  121.2578  Hot-melt  strippable  food 
coatings. 

Hot-melt  strippable  food  coatings 
may  be  safely  applied  to  food,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(a)  The  coatings  are  applied  to  and 
used  as  removable  coatings  for  food. 

(b)  The  coatings  may  be  prepared,  as 
mixtures,  from  the  following  substances : 

(1)  Substances  generally  recognized  as 
safe  in  food. 

(2)  Substances  identified  in  this  sub- 
paragraph. 

List  of  substances  Limitations 

Acetylated  monoglycer-  Complying  with 
ides.  §  121.1018. 

Cellulose  acetate-butyr¬ 
ate. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  its  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg- 
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ister  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Room  5440,  330  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing 
will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof.  All  documents 
shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UJS.C.  348 
(c)(1)) 

Dated:  August  30,  1963. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9493;  FUed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:47  ajn.] 


Title  29 — LABOR 

Subtitle  A— Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor 

PART  5 — LABOR  STANDARDS  PROVI¬ 
SIONS  APPLICABLE  TO  CONTRACTS 

COVERING  FEDERALLY  FINANCED 

AND  ASSISTED  CONSTRUCTION 

Exemptions  Under  Contract  Work 
Hours  Standards  Act 

Pursuant  to  the  Contract  Work  Hours 
Standards  Act  (76  Stat.  357),  I  hereby 
amend  29  CFR  5.12a(b)  by  adding  there¬ 
to  a  new  subparagraph  (5)  to  read  as  set 
forth  below. 

The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
1003)  which  require  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  opportunity  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation,  and  delay  in  effective  date  are 
not  applicable  because  these  rules  relate 
to  public  contracts,  grants  and  benefits. 
I  do  not  believe  such  procedures  will 
serve  a  useful  purpose  here.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  this  amendment  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

As  amended  §  5.12a (b)  shall  read  as 
follows: 

§  5.12a  Limitations,  variations,  toler. 
ances,  and  exemptions  under  the 
Contract  Work  Hours  Standards  Act. 
*  *  •  •  • 

(b)  Exemptions.  Pursuant  to  section 
105  of  the  Contract  Work  Hours  Stand¬ 
ards  Act,  it  is  hereby  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest  to 
avoid  serious  impairment  of  the  conduct 
of  Government  business  to  exempt  the 
following  classes  of  contracts  or  parts 
thereof  from  all  of  the  provisions  of  that 
Act,  and  they  are  hereby  exempted. 

(1)  Agreements  entered  into  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  providing  for  the  storing  in  or 
handling  by  commercial  warehouses  of 


wheat,  com,  oats,  barley,  rye,  grain  sor¬ 
ghums,  soybeans,  flaxseed,  rice,  naval 
stores,  tobacco,  peanuts,  dry  beans,  seeds, 
cotton,  and  wool. 

(2)  Sales  of  surplus  power  by  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Valley  Authority  to  States,  coun¬ 
ties,  municipalities,  cooperative  orga¬ 
nization  of  citizen  or  farmers,  corpora¬ 
tions  and  other  individuals  pursuant  to 
section  10  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au¬ 
thority  Act  of  1933  (16  U.S.C.  831i). 

(3)  Construction  contracts  of  $2,000  or 
less. 

(4)  Purchases  and  contracts  other 
than  construction  contracts  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  amount  of  $2,500  or  less.  In 
arriving  at  the  aggregate  amount  in¬ 
volved  there  must  be  included  all  prop¬ 
erty  and  services  which  would  properly 
be  grouped  together  in  a  single  trans¬ 
action  and  which  would  be  included  in  a 
single  advertisement  for  bids  if  the  pro¬ 
curement  were  being  effected  by  formal 
advertising. 

(5)  Contract  work  performed  in  a 
workplace  within  a  foreign  country  or 
within  territory  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  other  than  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  A  State  of  the  United  States;  the 
District  of  Columbia;  Puerto  Rico;  the 
Virgin  Islands;  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
lands  defined  in  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Lands  Act  (ch.  345,  67  Stat.  462) ; 
American  Samoa;  Guam;  Wake  Island; 
and  the  Canal  Zone. 

(76  Stat.  359) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  August  1963. 

W.  Willard  Wirtz, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-9486;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the  Air 
Force 

SUBCHAPTER  W— AIR  FORCE  PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 
TO  SUBCHAPTER 

Subchapter  W  of  Title  32  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  1001 — GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Subpart  D — Procurement  Responsibil¬ 
ity  and  Authority 

Revise  §  1001.453  to  read  as  follows: 
§  1001.453  Delegations  of  authority. 

*  •  *  *  • 

(d)  Authorities  delegated  by  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Chief  of  Staff,  Procurement  and  Pro¬ 
duction,  Hq  AFSC,  and  the  Director  of 
Procurement  and  Production,  Hq  AFLC, 
may  not  be  redelegated  except  as  ex¬ 
pressly  provided  in  individual  authoriza¬ 
tions. 

*  •  •  *  •  * 

(h)  In  the  absence  of  a  person  occupy¬ 
ing  a  position  to  which  authority  has 
been  delegated,  the  authority  may  be 
exercised  by  the  person  who  is  occupying 
the  position  in  an  “acting”  capacity. 
“Absence”  refers  to  absence  from  the 


installation  on  leave  or  temporary  duty 
travel.  In  cases  of  extreme  emergency 
“absence”  may  be  construed  to  mean 
absence  from  the  office  regardless  of 
whereabouts,  except  redelegations  of  au¬ 
thority  which  must  be  accomplished  by 
the  person  occupying  the  position  to 
which  authority  has  been  delegated. 

*  •  •  «r  * 

(k)  Authority  to  make  awards  and  ex¬ 
ecute  or  approve  contracts  applies  only 
when  such  documents  include  all  pre¬ 
scribed  clauses  approved  for  use  by  the 
Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Procurement  and 
Production,  Hq  AFSC,  or  the  Director  of 
Procurement  and  Production,  Hq  AFLC, 
or  higher  authority. 

(l)  •  •  • 

(6)  Except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
any  supplemental  agreement  defining 
contract  change  notifications  when  the 
contract  change  notifications  being  de- 
finitized  accomplishes  a  change  which 
increased  the  cost  to  the  Government  by 
more  than  the  dollar  limitation  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  there  are  offsetting 
credits  provided  in  the  same  supple¬ 
mental  agreement. 

•  *  *  .  *  * 

(m)  •  •  * 

(3)  Contractual  instruments  obligat¬ 
ing  funds  covering  calls  issued  under 
terms  of  requirements  contracts  (§  1003.- 
409(b)  of  this  subchapter),  indefinite 
quantity  contracts  (S  1003.409(c)  of  this 
subchapter),  or  call  procurement  ar¬ 
rangements  (§  1003.409-50  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter),  except  as  provided  in  §  1001.- 
201-3. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(6)  Communication  Service  Authori¬ 
zations  (CSA). 

(7)  Blanket  Purchase  agreements  as 
set  forth  in  §  3.606  of  this  title  and 
§  1003.606  of  this  subchapter. 

*  *  •  .  •  * 


PART  1002— PROCUREMENT  BY 
FORMAL  ADVERTISING 

Subpart  B — Solicitation  of  Bids 

1.  Revise  58  1002.205  (c)(1)  and  (d), 
1002.205-4  and  1002.205-51  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1002.205  Bidders*  mailing  list. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Augmenting  lists — (1)  Policy. 
Contracting  officers  may  add  names  and 
mailing  addresses  to  the  bidders’  “list.” 
AF  small  business  specialists  may  add 
names  and  addresses  to  those  elected  by 
the  contracting  officer  for  solicitation, 
and  such  additions  will  include  any  that 
may  be  furnished  by  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  (SBA)  representatives. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(d)  Qualified  products  list.  The  bid¬ 
ders’  mailing  list  will  include  names  of 
suppliers  who  have  been  placed  on  a 
QPL  for  items  within  the  FSC  concerned 
(see  Subpart  K,  Part  1001  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter)  . 

•  •  •  «  • 

§  1002.205—4  Excessively  long  bidders* 
mailing  lists. 

(a)  to  (b)  No  implementation. 
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(c)  Pre-invitation  notices.  (AFPI 
Form  2,  “IFB  Information,”  will  be  at- 
tached  to  the  description  sheet  or  IFB 
schedule  sheet  mailed  to  the  prospective 
suppliers.) 

§  1002.205—51  Commodity  class  cata¬ 
logs  (commodity  lists). 

This  section  applies  to  all  procure¬ 
ment  activities  unless  otherwise  provided 
in  the  following  paragraphs. 

(a)  A  commodity  and  services  list  or 
catalog  broken  down  into  property  classes 
or  services  codes  as  provided  in  §  1002.- 
205-1  (a) ,  will  be  attached  to  each  Stand¬ 
ard  Form  129  mailed  to  firms  desiring 
to  be  placed  on  the  bidders  list.  The 
purpose  of  this  document  is  to  allow 
potential  suppliers  to  easily  identify  and 
select  items  or  services  they  are  ca¬ 
pable  of  furnishing.  The  lists  or  cata¬ 
logs  will  be  revised  when  necessary  and 
a  semiannual  review  will  be  made  to 
insure  that  they  are  up  to  date.  The 
catalog  or  list  may  contain  check  blocks 
for  marking  by  the  supplier  or  AFPI 
Form  24  may  be  used. 

(b)  The  following  requirements  for 
commodity  catalogs  or  lists  are  manda¬ 
tory  for  AFLC  activities  and  are  op¬ 
tional  for  other  activities: 

(1)  A  “foreword”  or  introductory  page 
will  set  forth  a  general  index  and  de¬ 
scriptions  of  classes  procured  by  the 
activity  and  such  explanatory  comments 
necessary  to  help  potential  suppliers 
identify  and  select  items.  The  complete, 
address  of  the  procuring  activity  will 
be  included.  The  telephone  number  of 
the  base  and  appropriate  extension  may 
be  included  except  that  individual  buy¬ 
ers  will  not  be  listed  by  name. 

(2)  Federal  supply  classes  or  services 
for  which  procurement  responsibility 
has  been  assigned  to  an  activity  other 
than  the  Air  Force  will  generally  be 
excluded.  However,  such  items  may  be 
listed  if  the  Air  Force  should  be  required 
to  make  emergency  purchases. 

(3)  Federal  supply  classes  will  be 
broken  down  to  the  extent  required 
consistent  with  the  mission  of  the  pro¬ 
curement  activity.  For  example,  some 
activities  may  only  use  95  Metal  Bars, 
Sheets  and  Shapes  where  others  may 
use  the  more  detailed  breakdown  of  codes 
9505  through  9545. 

(4)  The  resultant  catalog  will  be  re¬ 
stricted  in  size  to  permit  distribution  to 
all  interested  firms.  Trim  size  of  the 
page  will  not  exceed  SV2  by  11  inches. 

(5)  The  use  of  code  numbers  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  those  listed  in  the  DOD  Pro¬ 
curement  Coding  Manual.  If  a  further 
breakdown  of  a  code  is  desired,  addi¬ 
tional  code  numbers  will  be  coordinated 
with  the  statistical  activity  in  the  comp¬ 
troller  organization. 

(c)  Each  issuing  activity  will  make 
automatic  distribution  of  sufficient  cop¬ 
ies  of  commodity  class  catalogs  or  com¬ 
modity  lists,  and  revisions,  to  small  busi¬ 
ness  specialists  at  CMDs  and  CMOs  and 
to  contractor  relations  activities  at 
AFLC/AFSC  field  procurement  activi¬ 
ties,  to  facilitate  servicing  interested 
suppliers  as  provided  in  §  1002.205(b). 
Distribution  of  said  publications  will  be 
made  ih  advance  of  that  made  to  con¬ 
tractors  to  obviate  previous  instances 
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where  contractors  possessed  commodity 
lists  and  revisions  prior  to  their  receipt 
by  the  above  AF  organizations. 

§  1002.205-2  [Deletion] 

2.  Delete  §  1002.205-2. 


PART  1 003 — PROCUREMENT  BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Subpart  D — Types  of  Contracts 

Section  1003.404-6  is  reinserted  to 
clarify  that  section  as  published  in  28 
F.R.  9151,  August  20, 1963.  This  section 
should  read  as  follows: 

§  1003.404—6  Retroactive  and  prospec¬ 
tive  price  redetermination  at  a  stated 
time  during  performance  (FPR— C). 

(а)  to  (b)  No  implementation. 

(c)  Limitations.  To  obtain  Hq  AFSC 
or  Hq  AFLC  written  approval  for  use  of 
this  contract,  as  required  by  §  3.404-6 
(c)  (8)  of  this  title,  contracting  officers 
located  in  AFSC  procurement  activities 
and  Office  of  Aerospace  Research  (OAR) 
will  address  requests  to  AFSC  (ASXKF) , 
WPAFB,  Ohio;  requests  from  contract¬ 
ing  officers  located  in  all  other  AF  pro¬ 
curement  activities  will  be  addressed  to 
AFLC  (MCPKP) .  Requests  for  ap¬ 
proval  will  be  signed  by  the  contracting 
officer  and  will  contain  the  following 
information : 

(1)  -  Name  of  proposed  contractor  and 
brief  description  of  supplies  or  services 
being  procured. 

(2)  Unit  and  total  prices,  including 
both  billing  and  ceiling  prices. 

(3)  Delivery  schedule  of  supplies  to  be 
furnished,  or  scheduled  date  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  performance  if  services  are 
being  procured. 

(4)  Method  of  source  selection.  If 
competitive,  indicate  also  the  contract 
type,  and  the  unit  and  total  prices  pro¬ 
posed  by  each  rejected  offeror,  including 
ceiling  prices,  if  applicable. 

(5)  Copy  of  the  record  of  price  nego¬ 
tiation. 

(б)  Statement  indicating  that  each 
of  the  requirements  under  §  3.404-6 (c) 

(1)  through  (7)  of  this  title  has  been 
considered  and  complied  with. 

(d)  FPR-C  clause.  Section  7.109-3 
of  this  title  applies. 


PART  1005— INTERDEPARTMENTAL 
PROCUREMENT 

Subpart  A — Procurement  Under  Fed¬ 
eral  Supply  Schedule  Contracts 

Revise  §  1005.106(c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1005.106  Federal  supply  schedules 
with  multiple  sources  provisions. 
***** 

(c)  Comparable  level  of  authority  in 
other  AF  activities:  Such  approval  will 
constitute  full  authority  to  the  procur¬ 
ing  activity  for  placing  the  order.  The 
justification  statement  will  be  attached 
to  the  purchase  request  and  will  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  contract  file  as  documenta¬ 
tion  to  justify  the  order.  No  formal  de¬ 
termination  or  finding  need  be  filed  with 
either  GSA  or  the  General  Accounting 


Office.  Where  the  price  of  comparable 
items  of  two  or  more  contractors  is 
identical,  orders  will  be  rotated  to  the 
extent  practicable  to  avoid  a  sole  source 
situation. 

Subpart  E — Procurement  of  Blind- 
Made  Supplies 

Subpart  E  is  deleted. 

Subpart  F — Procurement  of  Printing 
and  Related  Supplies  (July  7,  1961) 

1.  The  center  head  for  Subpart  F  is 
revised  as  shown  above. 

2.  In  §  1005.650-3  a  new  paragraph  (c) 
is  added  as  follows: 

§  1005.650—3  Books,  blank  books, 
loose-leaf  binding  devices,  paper  and 
similar  items. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(c)  Government  publications  on  sale 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents 
may  be  obtained  by: 

(1)  Requisitioning  procedure  in  AFR 
212-3  (Requisitioning  Technical  Library 
Publications) . 

(2)  Submitting  a  purchase  order  or 
making  payment  on  SF  1080. 

(3)  Submitting  a  letter  requesting  the 
desired  publication (s)  and  inclosing  a 
check  or  money  order  to  cover  the  cost. 

(4)  The  Superintendent  of  Documents 
will  furnish  price  information  on  any 
item  he  sells.  He  will  not  accept  invita¬ 
tions  to  bid  on  any  item.  He  will  allow 
a  25  percent  discount  on  any  order  for 
100  or  more  copies  of  a  single  publication 
delivered  to  a  single  address.  Smaller 
requirements  for  two  or  more  publica¬ 
tions  cannot  be  combined  to  obtain  this 
discount. 

3.  Revise  §  1005.650-4 (a)  as  follows: 

§  1005.650—4  Procurement  of  printing 
and  binding  equipment. 

(a)  Printing,  binding,  and  related  or 
auxiliary  equipment  are  controlled  by 
the  Congressional  Joint  Committee  on 
Printing.  Prior  authority  is  required  by 
AF  activities  tc  purchase,  issue,  rent,  ex¬ 
change  or  transfer  this  equipment.  AFR 
6-1  (Policies  and  Procedures  Governing 
AF  Printing  and  Duplicating)  prescribes 
the  procedures  for  obtaining  this  author¬ 
ity.  A  list  of  the  equipment  controlled 
by  JCP  is  contained  in  attachment  1, 
AFR  6-1.  This  list  is  not  all  inclusive. 
If  there  is  any  doubt  as  to  whether  an 
item  of  equipment  requires  JCP  ap¬ 
proval,  pre -procurement  clarification 
should  be  requested  through  command 
channels  from  the  Director  of  Adminis¬ 
trative  Services  (AFDASD),  Hq  USAF, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 


PART  1008 — TERMINATION  OF 
CONTRACTS 

Subpart  B — General  Principles  Appli¬ 
cable  to  the  Settlement  of  Fixed- 
Price  Type  Contracts  Terminated  for 
Convenience  and  to  the  Settlement 
of  All  Terminated  Cost-Reimburse¬ 
ment  Type  Contracts 

In  §  1008.252(b),  revise  subparagraph 
(3)  as  follows: 
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§  1008.252  Settlement  of  unadjusted 
contractual  changes  (UCCs). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  **» 

(3)  Where  a  contract  has  been  par¬ 
tially  terminated,  any  outstanding  UCCs 
relating  to  the  terminated  portion  will 
normally  be  handled  by  the  procuring 
contracting  o facer  (buyer)  unless  au¬ 
thority  to  include  the  UCCs  in  the  ter¬ 
mination  settlement  is  delegated  by  the 
buyer  to  the  TCO.  The  delegation,  if 
issued,  will  be  processed  by  the  buyer  to 
the  TCO  through  AFSC  (ASXKK) .  On 
termination  settlements  being  processed 
by  AFLC  activities,  the  delegation  will 
be  processed  by  the  buyer  to  the  TCO 
through  AFLC  (MCPK) . 


PART  1012 — LABOR 
.  Subpart  A — Basic  Labor  Policies 
§  1012.102-1  [Deletion] 

1.  Delete  §  1012.102-1. 

2.  In  §  1012.102-3 (a),  revise  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  (ii)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1012.102—3  Procedures. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

(ii)  In  the  administration  of  con¬ 
tracts,  overtime  of  20  hours  in  any  one 
work  week  by  any  employee  will  be  the 
maximum  approvable  except  under  com¬ 
pelling  exigencies  involving  the  national 
interest.  This  approval  is  to  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  need  and  is  at  the  maximum 
to  be  a  “ceiling”  rather  than  a  “floor.” 
•  *  *  *  * 

3.  Revise  §  1012.102-4  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  1012.102-4  Approvals. 

(a)  No  implementation. 

(b)  [Reserved] 

(c)  Contractors  performing  overtime 
and  extra-pay  shift  work  prior  to  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  approval  do  so  at  their  own 
risk  since  retroactive  approval  will  be 
considered  only  for  cases  of  extreme 
urgency  for  which  retroactive  action  can 
be  fully  justified. 

(d)  Each  approving  authority  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  maintaining  statistical 
data  showing  the  separate  amount  of 
overtime  and  extra-pay  shifts  requested 
and  approved  against  a  program  or  item 
and  the  involved  contractor.  The  con¬ 
tracting  officer  is  responsible  for  main¬ 
taining  adequate  justification  documen¬ 
tation  for  contract  files. 

(e)  No  additional  prior  authorization 
by  the  ACO  is  required  after  the  over¬ 
time  and  extra-pay  shifts  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  according  to  §  12.102-4(a)  (1), 
(2),  and  (3)  of  this  title. 


PART  1013— GOVERNMENT 
PROPERTY 

Subpart  U — Adjustment  of  Discrepan¬ 
cies  Incident  to  the  Shipment  of 
Government  Property 

1.  Revise  §9  1013.2101.  1013.2103-3 (a) 
(2).  1013.2103-4(0  and  1013.2104 

through  1013.2104-4,  as  follows: 


§  1013.2101  Definition. 

“Discrepancies  incident  to  shipment” 
include  all  deficiencies  incident  to  the 
shipment  of  government  property  to  or 
from  a  contractor’s  facility  whereby  dif¬ 
ferences  exist  between  the  property  pur¬ 
ported  to  have  been  shipped  and  the 
property  actually  received.  Such  de¬ 
ficiencies  include,  but  are  not  limited  to 
loss,  damage,  destruction,  improper  sta¬ 
tus  and  condition  coding,  error  in  iden¬ 
tity  or  classification,  and  improper 
consignment.  Deficiencies  in  preserva¬ 
tion,  packaging,  packing,  marking,  load¬ 
ing,  handling,  and  storage  will  be  re¬ 
ported  according  to  AFR  71-4.  When 
the  deficiency  is  in  quality  or  specifica¬ 
tions  of  product  and  is  sufficient  to  war¬ 
rant  initiation  of  an  Unsatisfactory 
Report,  the  procedures  of  TO  00-35D-54 
will  be  used. 

§  1013.2103—3  Responsibilities. 

(a)  At  the  consignee's  activity.  *  *  * 

(2)  If  conditions  require,  and  request 
has  been  made  ready  for,  reply  to  AF 
Form  672,  AF  personnel  responsible  for 
the  preparation  and  distribution  of  the 
report  (see  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph)  will  take  followup  action 
when  reply  has  not  been  received  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  distribution. 

§  1013.2103-4  Reply  to  AF  Form  672. 
*  *  •  •  • 

(t)  Concurrent  with  the  reply  action 
described  in  the  foregoing,  a  copy  of  the 
reply  will  be  furnished  to  the  property 
administrator  assigned  to  the  contract 
under  which  the  original  discrepancy 
was  made,  or  if  no  property  administra¬ 
tor  has  been  assigned,  to  the  chief  of 
the  industrial  property  division  at  the 
AFPRO,  Test  Site  Office  (TSO) ,  or  CMD 
having  cognizance  of  the  contractor,  for 
assignment  of  a  property  administrator. 

§  1013.2104  Discrepancies  which  in¬ 
volve  carrier  liability. 

§  1013.2104—1  General. 

Common  carriers  are  liable  for  loss  or 
damage  to  property  while  in  their  cus¬ 
tody  except  when  such  loss  or  damage  is 
caused  by  the  Act  of  God,  the  public 
enemy,  the  authority  of  law,  or  by  the 
act  or  default  of  the  shipper.  The 
liability  of  a  contract  carrier  is  as  agreed 
to  in  the  governing  contract. 

(a)  When  a  common  carrier  fails  to 
deliver  all  packages  listed  on  a  bill  of 
lading,  or  when  property  is  received  in  a 
damaged  condition,  the  carrier  will  be 
immediately  notified  as  to  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  loss  or  damage.  Normally, 
adjustment  for  the  loss  or  damage  will 
be  accomplished  through  the  media  of 
the  DD  Form  46,  “Report  of  Survey  (Dis¬ 
crepancies  Incident  to  Shipment  of 
Materiel) .”  This  document  will  be  pre¬ 
pared  and  processed  according  to  the 
provisions  of  chapter  2,  part  three,  AFM 
177-111  (Reports  of  Survey  at  Base 
Level) . 

(b)  Loss  or  damage  incident  to  the 
shipment  of  materiel  moving  via  U8. 
Postal  Service,  government  transport,  or 
other  types  of  government  controlled 
transportation  or  by  contract  carrier,  do 
not  normally  require  adjustment  by  Re¬ 


port  of  Survey  action.  However,  when 
the  receiving  officer  is  of  the  opinion  that 
there  is  evidence  to  indicate  fraudulent 
or  illegal  disposition  of  the  property,  a 
DD  Form  200,  “Report  of  Survey,”  will 
be  prepared  according  to  provisions  of 
chapter  1,  part  two,  AFM  177-111. 

(c)  When  a  discrepancy  occurs  in  con¬ 
nection  with  a  shipment  made  on  a  com¬ 
mercial  bill  of  lading  for  conversion  to 
government  bill  of  lading  at  destination: 
(1)  The  conversion  will  be  made,  (2)  the 
notation  of  discrepancy  will  be  placed 
on  the  government  bill  of  lading,  and 
(3)  the  DD  Form  46  will  then  be  pre¬ 
pared. 

(d)  When  a  shortage  in  shipment  or 
damage  to  government  property  received 
creates  a  problem  in  connection  with  the 
contract  for  which  the  property  was  re¬ 
quisitioned  or  procured,  the  AF  repre¬ 
sentative  will  determine  action  to  be 
taken  to  preclude  production  delay  or 
stoppage.  Such  action  will  be  separate 
and  without  effect  upon  the  settlement 
under  the  Report  of  Survey  proceedings 
or  determination  of  liability  of  the  car¬ 
rier  under  the  claim. 

(e)  The  responsibilities  prescribed  in 
paragraph  30157,  AFM  177-111,  for  de¬ 
termining  disposition  of  property  not  re¬ 
leased  to  carrier  or  scheduled  for  repair 
will  be  accomplished  by  the  property  ad¬ 
ministrator  prior  to  referral  of  the  prop¬ 
erty  to  the  appropriate  plant  clearance 
activity  for  disposition. 

(f)  DD  Form  6,  "Report  of  Damaged 
or  Improper  Shipment,”  will  be  prepared: 

(1)  When  it  is  apparent  that  a  ship¬ 
ment  received  in  a  damaged  or  unsatis¬ 
factory  condition  is  the  fault  of  the  car¬ 
rier,  and  the  cost  of  correcting  the  de¬ 
ficiency  is  $25  or  more. 

(2)  When  a  shipment  of  ammunition 
or  other  dangerous  materials  is  received 
in  carrier  equipment  that  is  determined 
to  be  deficient  for  the  shipment  of  such 
material  (regardless  of  whether  damage 
or  unsatisfactory  conditions  occurred) 
and  when  there  is  damage,  regardless  of 
cost  to  correct. 

(3)  When  there  are  continual  deficien¬ 
cies  on  the  part  of  a  specific  carrier  for 
shipment  from  the  same  source. 

§  1013.2104-2  Responsibilities  for  initi¬ 
ation  and  review  of  DD  Form  46. 

(Chapter  2,  part  three,  AFM  177-111.) 

(a)  The  responsibility  for  insuring 
that  DD  Form  46,  in  connection  with  dis¬ 
crepancies  on  government  bills  of  lading 
covering  shipments  consigned  to  AF 
contractors,  are  promptly  initiated,  prop¬ 
erly  prepared  and  distributed,  vests  in 
the  property  administrator.  The  ac¬ 
cumulation  of  facts  and  evidence  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Report  of  Survey  will  be  a  col¬ 
lective  effort  on  the  part  of  the  property 
administrator,  quality  control  repre¬ 
sentative,  and  interested  contractor  per¬ 
sonnel. 

(b)  The  AF  representative  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  appointing  authority  and 
will  be  responsible  for  all  actions  pre¬ 
scribed  for  the  appointing  authority  and 
the  base  commander  at  activities  under 
his  jurisdiction.  Where  discrepancies  in¬ 
volve  carrier  liability  in  excess  of  $500, 
the  AF  representative  will  appoint  an  in- 
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dividual  to  serve  as  surveying  officer. 
Otherwise,  a  surveying  officer  will  be  ap¬ 
pointed  only  if  evidence  in  a  DD  Form 
46  or  DD  Form  200  is  conflicting  or  in¬ 
sufficient  to  afford  a  clear  understanding 
of  data  presented,  or  the  AF  representa¬ 
tive  determines  such  action  necessary. 

§  1013.2104—3  Preparation  and  submis¬ 
sion  of  the  DD  Form  46.  s 

(Chapter  3,  part  three,  AFM  177-111.) 

(a)  The  requirement  that  the  major 
accounting  classifications  be  cited  on  the 
Report  of  Survey  prior  to  submission  to 
the  Air  Force  Accounting  and  Finance 
Center  is  the  responsibility  of  the  PIC 
office  having  fiscal  administration  of  the 
contract  (s)  involved. 

(b)  If  no  repair  action  is  contem¬ 
plated,  complete  details,  including  those 
covered  in  paragraph  30322e,  AFM  177- 
111,  will  be  furnished. 

§  1013.2104—4  Distribution  and  rein¬ 
vestigation. 

(Chapter  4,  part  three,  AFM  177-111.) 

(a)  Upon  completion  of  the  DD  Form 
46,  all  copies  Will  be  submitted  to  the  AF 
representative  for  his  action  or  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  a  surveying  officer,  if 
appropriate.  Where  a  surveying  officer 
is  appointed,  all  copies  of  the  DD  Form 
46  will  be  forwarded  to  him  by  the  AF 
representative.  Upon  completion  of 
action  by  the  surveying  officer,  all  copies 
will  be  returned  to  the  AF  representative 
for  completion  and  distribution  as 
follows: 

(1)  Original  and  triplicate:  Submit 
through  the  appropriate  PIC  office  for 
accounting  classification  to  the  Air  Force 
Accounting  and  Finance  Center. 

(2)  Duplicate:  This  copy  will  be  at¬ 
tached  to  and  filed  with  the  pertinent 
shipping  document. 

(3)  Quadruplicate:  Retained  in  the 
office  of  the  AF  representative  with 
permanent  files  of  DD  Form  46  processed 
by  that  activity. 

(4)  Where  the  shipment  involves  re¬ 
imbursement  between  the  Air  Force  and 
another  government  agency,  an  addi¬ 
tional  copy  will  be  prepared  for  the  office 
responsible  for  billing  or  certifying  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  agency  concerned. 

2.  Add  new  §  1013.2104-5  as  follows: 

§  1013.2104—5  Compulation  of  liability 
to  be  assessed  against  common  bar¬ 
rier. 

(Chapter  1,  part  four,  AFM  177-111.) 


PART  1030— APPENDIXES  TO  AIR 
FORCE  PROCUREMENT  INSTRUCTION 

In  §  1030.5,  the  following  amendments 
are  made: 

In  Part  II — Basic  Policies: 

1.  Revise  paragraphs  E-212.51,  E- 
213.50  and  E-213.51(b)  (8)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1030.5  Appendix  El — Contract  Financ¬ 
ing. 

•  *  *  *  * 

E— 212.61  Financial  control  report.  This 
report  Includes  those  contractors  reported 
under  $  163.86(d),  Subchapter  E,  Part  163  of 
this  title.  The  report  wiU  be  marked  “For 
Official  Use  Only.” 

E— 213.50  Responsibilities,  (a)  The  chief, 
contract  division  in  each  CMD/AFPRO  will 
obtain  financial  information  from  contrac¬ 
tors  doing  business  with  the  Air  Force  and 
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on  a  company  for  which  an  FCR  is  being 
completed  when  adequate  data  is  not  avail¬ 
able  from  published  sources.  OAR  will  ob¬ 
tain  financial  information  from  contractors 
for  contracts  which  are  being  administered 
solely  by  OAR.  When  contractors,  under 
AFSC  administration,  also  have  contracts 
.administered  by  OAR,  financial  surveillance 
will  be  done  by  AFSC.  Forward  an  original 
or  a  signed  copy  of  each  item  of  financial 
data  to  AFSC  (ASXKMF) ,  as  soon  as  re¬ 
ceived  from  companies  or  from  internal  AF 
sources.  (See  paragraph  E-214.53.) 

(b)  Buyers,  price  analysts,  or  others  will 
not  request  financial  data  from  contractors 
or  prospective  contractors  other  than  cost 
data  for  use  in  pricing  contracts.  If  an  FCR 
is  not  required,  anticipate  the  need  for  such 
data  and  request  the  information  from  the 
Financial  Branch  (ASXKMF)  or  the  cogni¬ 
zant  CMD/AFPRO,  whichever  is  nearer.  The 
CMD/AFPRO  will  provide  or  will  direct  the 
appropriate  CMD/AFPRO  to  provide  the 
needed  Information.  A  division  or  subsidiary 
.of  a  company  may  be  asked  to  obtain  finan¬ 
cial  data  from  its  home  office  if  needed  for 
completion  of  an  FCR. 

E-213.51  Obtaining  financial  data. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  •  •  * 

(8)  The  CMD/AFPRO  may,  prior  to  grant¬ 
ing  financial  clearance,  require  the  proposed 
contractor  to  agree  in  writing  that  it  will 
furnish  financial  statements  acceptable  to 
the  Air  Force  during  the  life  of  the  contract. 
The  required  frequency  of  interim  state¬ 
ments  wUl  be  determined  according  to  (a) 
of  this  paragraph  and  will  be  made  known 
to  the  proposed  contractor.  Fiscal  year-end 
statements  in  such  cases  will  be  required 
within  90  days  after  the  close  of  the  fiscal 
year  and  interim  statements  within  30  days 
after  the  close  of  the  interim  period.  The 
action  authorized  by  this  subparagraph  (8) 
normally  will  be  taken  by  the  CMD/AFPRO 
upon  determination  that  close  surveillance 
will  be  required  while  contracts  are  out¬ 
standing  and  the  proposed  contractor  does 
not  publish  financial  statements  adequate 
for  such  surveillance. 

2.  In  paragraph  E-212.52,  Procedures, 
delete  paragraphs  (c)  through  (e). 


PART  1054— CONTRACT 
ADMINISTATION 

Subpart  N — Payment  of  Fixed  Fee 
Under  CPFF  Contracts 

In  §  1054.1403(b)(2),  subdivision  (iii) 
is  reinserted  as  follows: 

§  1054.1403  Formulas  for  estimating 
percentage  of  completion  of  work 
and  fixed  fee  due. 
***** 

(b)  Research  and  development  con¬ 
tracts.  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  * 

(2)  The  monthly  fee  payment  may  be 
approved  by  the  contracting  officer  if  he 
is  reasonably  assured  that  satisfactory 
progress  has  been  made.  This  can  be 
determined  by  a  combination  of  two  or 
more  of  the  following  factors: 

(i)  A  review  of  the  appropriate  state¬ 
ments  or  substantiating  documents  sup¬ 
porting  claims  for  reimbursement  of' 
costs  which  may  indicate  the  extent  of 
the  contractor’s  activity. 

(ii)  Personal  observation  by  AF  field 
personnel  of  the  contractor’s  progress. 

(iii)  A  certification  signed  by  an  in¬ 
dividual  authorized  to  represent  the  con¬ 
tractor  and  supported  by  documents  sub¬ 
stantiating  that  the  requested  payment 
is  proportionate  to  the  progress  or  com¬ 


pletion  of  the  contract.  This  certifica¬ 
tion  may  be  substantially  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  form: 

I  certify  that  the  fixed  fee  claimed  is  cor¬ 
rect  and  Just,  and  that  It  is  proportionate 
to  the  progress  made  on  the  contract. 

Signed _ 

Official  title . . . . 

(Sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488;  10  U.S.C.  8012.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  secs.  2301-2314,  70A  Stat. 
127-133;  10  U.S.C.  2301-2314)  [  AFPI  Rev.  No. 

31,  June  28, 1963] 

By  Order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 

William  L.  Koch, 
Lieutenant  Colonel,  U.S.  Air 
Force,  Chief,  Special  Activi¬ 
ties  Group,  Office  of  The 
Judge  Advocate  General. 

IF.R.  Doc.  63-9457;  FUed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 


Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  II — Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army 

PART  202— ANCHORAGE 
REGULATIONS 
PART  207— NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

Connecticut  River,  Conn.,  and  San 
Juan  Harbor,  Puerto  Rico 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
1  of  an  Act  of  Congress  approved  April 
22,  1940  (54  Stat.  150;  33  U.S.C.  180), 
§  202.55  is  hereby  amended  revising 
paragraph  (b)  to  redesignate  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  Special  Anchorage  Area  No.  2 
in  the  Connecticut  River  at  Essex,  Con¬ 
necticut,  wherein  vessels  not  more  than 
65  feet  in  length,  when  at  anchor,  shall 
not  be  required  to  carry  or  exhibit  an¬ 
chor  lights,  revoking  paragraph  (c) 
and  adding  a  note  after  paragraph  (b), 
effective  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  as  follows: 

§  202.55  Connecticut  River,  Conn. 

•  '  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Area  No.  2,  dt  Essex.  Beginning 
at  a  point  latitude  41°21'22",  longitude 
72°22'53";  thence  205°30',  375  yards; 
thence  194°31\  100  yards;  thence  185°- 
00',  440  yards;  thence  153°30',  80  yards; 
thence  121  °00',  220  yards;  thence  due 
north  approximately  1060  yards  to  the 
point  of  beginning. 

Note:  The  area  wiU  be  principally  for  use 
by  yachts  and  other  recreational  craft.  Tem¬ 
porary  floats  or  buoys  for  marking  anchors 
will  be  allowed.  Fixed  mooring  piles  or 
stakes  are  prohibited.  The  anchoring  of 
vessels  and  the  placing  of  temporary  moor¬ 
ings  will  be  under  the  jurisdiction  and  at  the 
discretion  of  the  local  Harbor  Master. 

(c)  Area  NOr  3,  at  Essex.  (Revoked). 

***** 

[Regs.,  August  20,  1963,  285/111  (Connecti¬ 
cut  River,  Conn.)  — ENGCW-ON ]  (Sec.  1, 
54  Stat.  150;  33  U.S.C.  180) 

2.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
7  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1917  (40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1), 
§  207.812  is  hereby  amended  with  respect 
to  paragraph  (a)(1)  redesignating  the 
boundaries  of  a  seaplane  restricted  area 
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in  San  Juan  Harbor,  Puerto  Rico,  effec¬ 
tive  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  as  follows: 

§  207.812  San  Juan  Harbor,  Puerto 
Rico ;  seaplane  restricted  area. 

(a)  The  area.  (1)  Beginning  at  a 
point  on  the  north  edge  of  the  Graving 
Dock  Channel,  bearing  207s  from  Isla 
Grande  Light;  thence  to  latitude  18°27'- 
08",  longitude  66°06'38.5";  thence  to 
latitude  18°27'08".  longitude  66*08'02.5"; 
thence  to  latitude  18°26'49.6",  longitude 
66°07'54";  thence  90s  to  the  eastern  edge 
of  the  Army  Terminal  Channel;  thence 
southerly  along  the  eastern  edge  of  the 
Army  Terminal  Channel  to  latitude 
18°26'09.2";  thence  to  latitude  18°26'- 
38",  longitude  66°05'30";  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  18°27,06.9",  longitude  66W57"; 
thence  to  latitude  18°27'07.1",  longitude 
66°06'05.7";  thence  to  227s  to  a  point  on 
the  north  edge  of  the  Graving  Dock 
Channel;  thence  northwesterly  along 
the  north  edge  of  the  Graving  Dock 
Channel  to  the  point  of  beginning.  The 
following  described  portions  of  the  area 
are  exempted: 

(i)  That  part  of  the  Graving  Dock 
Channel  within  the  area. 

(ii)  That  part  of  the  Army  Terminal 
Channel  within  the  area. 

•  •  •  •  • 
[Regs.,  August  21.  1963  ,  285/111  (San  Juan 
Harbor,  Puerto  Rico) — ENGCW-ONJ  (Sec. 
7,  40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1) 

J.  C.  Lambert, 

Major  General,  UJ5.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 
[PR.  Doc.  63-9459;  Piled,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:45  am.] 


PART  208 — FLOOD  CONTROL 
REGULATIONS 

Little  Wood  River  Dam  and  Reservoir, 
Little  Wood  River,  Idaho 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7 
of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1944  (58  Stat.  890;  33  U.S.C.  709) 
the  following  §  208.92*  is  hereby  pre¬ 
scribed  to  govern  the  use  and  operation 
of  Little  Wood  River  Dam  and  Reservoir 
on  the  Little  Wood  River,  Idaho,  for  flood 
control  purposes. 

§  208.92  Little  Wood  River  Dam  and 
Reservoir,  Little  Wood  River,  Idaho. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  acting 
through  the  Little  Wood  River  Irrigation 
District,  shall  operate  the  Little  Wood 
River  Dam  and  Reservoir  in  the  interest 
of  flood  control  as  follows: 

(a)  Storage  space  in  Little  Wood  River 
Reservoir  will  be  kept  available  for  flood 
control  purposes  in  accordance  with  the 
Flood  Control  Storage  Space  Reservation 
Schedule  currently  in  force. 

(b)  Releases  from  the  Little  Wood 
River  Reservoir  shall  be  restricted  to 
quantities  which  will  not  cause  down¬ 
stream  flows  at  the  Carey  gaging  station 
to  exceed  1,200  cubic  feet  per  second,  in¬ 
sofar  as  this  control  can  be  accomplished 
using  the  total  active  storage  capacity 
(initially  30,000  acre-feet)  in  the  Little 
Wood  River  Reservoir  between  elevations 
5127.8  and  5237.3  feet. 


(c)  The  flood  control  regulations  of 
this  section  are  subject  to  temporary 
modification  by  the  District  Engineer, 
Corps  of  Engineers,  if  found  necessary  in 
time  of  emergency.  Requests  for  and 
action  on  such  modification  may  be 
made  by  any  available  means  of  com¬ 
munication,  and  the  action  taken  by  the 
District  Engineer  shall  be  confirmed  in 
writing  under  date  of  the  same  day  to  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  charge  of  the 
locality. 

(d)  The  Flood  Control  Storage  Space 
Reservation  Schedule  currently  in  force 
as  of  the  promulgation  of  this  section 
is  that  dated  August  13,  1963,  and  is  on 
file  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  Department  of  the  Army,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  in  the  office  of  the 
Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Washington,  D.C.  Revisions  of  the 
Flood  Control  Storage  Space  Reservation 
Schedule  may  be  developed  from  time  to 
time  as  necessary  by  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  and  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
Each  such  revision  shall  be  effective  upon 
the  date  specified  in  the  approval  thereof 
by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Reclamation,  and  from  that 
date  until  replaced  shall  be  considered  as 
currently  in  force  for  purposes  of  this 
section.  Copies  of  the  Flood  Control 
Storage  Space  Reservation  Schedule  cur¬ 
rently  in  force  shall  be  kept  on  file  in, 
and  may  be  obtained  from,  the  office  of 
the  District  Engineer,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
and  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  in  charge  of  the  locality. 

(e)  Noting  in  the  regulations  in  this 
section  shall  be  construed  to  require 
dangerously  rapid  changes  in  magnitude 
of  releases,  or  that  releases  be  made  at 
rates  or  in  a  manner  that  would  be  in¬ 
consistent  with  requirements  for  pro¬ 
tecting  the  dam  and  the  reservoir  from 
major  damage. 

(f)  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
acting  through  the  Little  Wood  River 
Irrigation  District,  shall  currently  pro¬ 
cure  basic  hydrological  data,  making 
determinations  of  required  flood  control 
space  reservations  from  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Storage  Space  Reservation  Schedule 
currently  in  force,  and  make  calculations 
of  permissible  releases  from  the  reser¬ 
voir  as  are  required  to  accomplish  the 
flood  control  objectives  prescribed  in  this 
section. 

(g)  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  shall 
keep  the  District  Engineer,  Corps  of 
Engineers,  advised  of  hydrological  data 
and  other  operating  criteria  which  affect 
the  schedule  of  operation.  Also,  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  shall  keep  the 
Watermasjer,  Water  District  11-C,  act¬ 
ing  under  the  control  and  supervision  of 
the  Department  of  Reclamation,  State 
of  Idaho,  currently  advised  of  reservoir 
releases. 

[Regs.,  August  13,  1963  ENGCW-EY]  (Sec. 
7,  68  Stat.  890;  33  UJS.C.  709) 

J.  C.  Lambert, 

Major  General,  U.S.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

[FA.  Doc.  63-9458;  Filed.  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  am.] 


Title  36— PARKS,  FORESTS, 
AND  MEMORIALS 

Chapter  I — National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  6— VEHICLE,  GUIDE,  ADMIS¬ 
SION,  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  FEES 

Cape  Cod  National  Seashore,  Massa¬ 
chusetts;  Commercial  Passenger- 

Carrying  Vehicle,  Guide,  and  Bath¬ 
house  Fees 

On  page  7098  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  11,  1963,  there  was  published  a 
notice  and  text  of  a  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §9  6.3  and  6.14  of  Title  36,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations.  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  establish  ve¬ 
hicle  and  guide  permit  fees  for  the  con¬ 
trol  of  commercial  over  sand  vehicle  op¬ 
erations  and  to  establish  a  fee  for  the  use 
of  baskets  or  lockers  for  the  storage  of 
clothing  and  other  personal  belongings 
in  the  bathhouses  on  federally  owned 
lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Cape 
Cod  National  Seashore. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
have  been  received,  and  the  proposed 
amendment  is  hereby  adopted  with  the 
following  change:  The  wording  of  the 
bathhouse  services  fee  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  9  6.14  is  rearranged  to  show  the  name 
of  the  area  at  the  beginning  of  the  para¬ 
graph.  This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  at  the  beginning  of  the  30th 
calendar  day  following  the  date  of  this 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Section  6.3  is  amended  by  adding  new 
paragraph  (j)  (1)  (2)  and  9  6.14(a)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  6.3  Commercial  passenger-carrying  ve¬ 
hicles. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(j)  Cape  Cod  National  Seashore;  per¬ 
mits.  Permits  issued  by  the  superin¬ 
tendent  shall  be  required  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  commercial  passenger-carrying 
vehicles,  carrying  passengers  for  hire  over 
sand  routes  on  federally  owned  lands 
within  the  seashore,  as  follows: 

(1)  Annual  permit  for  calendar  year: 
$3.00  for  each  passenger-carrying  seat  in 
the  vehicle-  to  be  operated. 

(2)  Annual  guide  permit  for  the  cal¬ 
endar  year,  or  any  part  thereof:  $5.00. 

§  6.14  Bathhouse  services. 

(a)  Cape  Cod  National  Seashore.  A 
fee  of  25  cents  shall  be  charged  for  the 
use  of  each  bathhouse  basket  or  locker. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  28, 1963. 

[FA  Doc.  63-9469;  Filed,  Sept.  4.  1963; 

8:45  am.] 
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Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 

and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

SUBCHAPTER  C — THE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE  SYSTEM 

PART  32— HUNTING 
PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Additions  to  List  of  Open  Areas 

On  page  7564  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  25,  1963,  there  was  published  a 
notice  of  proposed  amendments  to 
§§  32.11,  32.21,  and  33.4,  of  Title  50,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  amendments  is  to  provide  for  pub¬ 
lic  hunting  and  sport  fishing  on  the  be¬ 
low  listed  wildlife  refuge  areas  of  the 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  System  as  leg¬ 
islatively  permitted. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  amendments.  No  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  have 
been  received.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  are  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Since  these  amendments  benefit  the 
public  by  relieving  existing  restrictions 
on  hunting  and  fishing,  they  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.  (Sec.  10,  45  Stat. 
1224;  16U.S.C.  715i.) 

1.  Section  32.11  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  areas  to  those 
where  the  hunting  of  migratory  game 
birds  is  authorized: 

§  32.11  List  of  open  areas;  migratory 
game  birds. 

*  •  •  *  • 

California 

Clear  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Delevan  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

2.  Section  32.21  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  areas  to  provide 
for  the  hunting  of  upland  game: 

§  32.21  List  of  open  areas;  upland 
game. 


Havasu  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

California 

Havasu  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Imperial  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Delevan  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Delaware 

Klllcohook  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

New  Jersey 

KiUcohook  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

3.  Section  33.4  is  amended  by  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  the  following  areas  to  provide  for 
sport  fishing: 


§  33.4  List  of  open  areas ;  sport  fishing. 

•  •  •  •  • 
California 

Delevan  National  WUdllfe  Refuge. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  28, 1963. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-9465;  Piled,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  2938] 
[Washington  03842,  Oregon  09924] 

WASHINGTON  AND  OREGON 

Power  Site  Restoration  and  Cancella¬ 
tion;  Partial  Revocation  of  Power 
Withdrawals;  Opening  of  Lands; 
Correction 

Public  Land  Order  No.  2938  of  Febru¬ 
ary  11,  1963  (28  F.R.  1478-9;  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  9, 1963) ,  is  corrected  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  particulars: 

(a)  In  paragraph  1,  delete  reference 
to  lot  5,  sec.  4  T.  6  N.,  R.  45  E.,  where  it 
is  shown  under  Willamette  Meridian, 
Oregon.  The  land  is  correctly  shown  in 
the  listing  for  Washington. 

(b)  Include  the  said  lot  5,  sec.  4, 
among  the  Washington  lands  described 
in  paragraph  2b  of  the  order,  to  be  open¬ 
ed  subject  to  the  conditions  specified  in 
paragraphs  4,  5,  6,  and  7. 

(c)  Secs.  27,  32,  and  33,  in  the  last 
three  lines  of  land  description  in  para¬ 
graph  2b  of  the  order,  should  be  shown 
as  a  part  of  T.  7  N.,  R.  46  E.,  rather  than 
in  T.  6  N.,  R.  46  E.  (a  publication  error) . 

James  F.  Doyle, 
Assistant  Director. 

August  23,  1963. 

[PE.  Doc.  63-9467;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:45  am.] 

[Public  Land  Order  3181] 
[Washington  04716] 

WASHINGTON 

Power  Site  Restoration,  and  Partial 
Revocation  of  Power  Site  Reserves; 
Correction 

In  Public  Land  Order  No.  3181  of  July 
31,  1963  (F.R.  Doc.  63-8372;  page  8036- 
7),  the  reference  to  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  in  paragraph  3  is  corrected  to  read 
“State  of  Washington”. 


James  P.  Doyle, 
Assistant  Director. 


August  23, 1963. 


[FJ%.  Doc.  63-9468;  Filed.  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 
[  19  CFR  Part  1  1 

CUSTOMS  DISTRICTS,  PORTS,  AND 
STATIONS 

Proposed  Revocation  of  Designation 
of  Crosby,  North  Dakota,  as  Cus¬ 
toms  Port  of  Entry 

August  29, 1963. 

Notice  of  proposed  revocation  of  desig¬ 
nation  of  Crosby,  North  Dakota,  as  a 
customs  port  of  entry  in  customs  collec¬ 
tion  district  No.  34  (Dakota) . 

The  customs  port  of  entry  of  Crosby, 
North  Dakota,  is  situated  on  the  Cana¬ 
dian  border  in  northwestern  North 
Dakota.  However,  the  port  has  not  been 
staffed  for  many  years.  In  addition, 
there  is  no  Canadian  customs  office  di¬ 
rectly  across  the  boundary  from  Crosby, 
nor  any  main  highway  in  Canada  lead¬ 
ing  to  that  port  except  through  the  ports 
of  Noonan  and  Ambrose,  North  Dakota. 
These  geographical  factors  preclude  any 
potential  volume  of  customs  business, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  render  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  Crosby,  North  Dakota,  as  a 
customs  port  of  entry  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  that 
under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Presi¬ 
dent  by  section  1  of  the  act  of  August  1, 
1914,  38  Stat.  623  (19  U.S.C.  2),  which 
was  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  by  the  President  by  Execu- 
tive  Order  No.  10289,  September  17,  1951 
(3  CFR  Ch.  II),  and  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thorization  given  to  me  by  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  Order  No.  190,  Rev.  1  (26  F.R. 
11877) ,  it  is  proposed  to  revoke  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  Crosby,  North  Dakota,  as  a 
customs  port  of  entry  in  Customs  Col¬ 
lection  District  No.  34  (Dakota) ,  and  to 
amend  S  1.1(c)  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  to  reflect  this  change. 

Data,  views,  or  arguments  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  revocation  of  the 
above-mentioned  customs  port  of  entry 
may  be  addressed  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs,  Washington,  D.C.,  20226. 
To  assure  consideration  of  such  com¬ 
munications,  they  must  be  received  in 
the  Bureau  of  Customs  not  later  than  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  No 
hearings  will  be  held. 

[seal]  James  Pomeroy  Hendrick, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9488;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  906  ] 

HANDLING  OF  ORANGES  AND 

GRAPEFRUIT  GROWN  IN  LOWER 

RIO  GRANDE  VALLEY  IN  TEXAS 

Proposed  Rule  Making  With  Respect 

To  Expenses  and  Fixing  of  Rate  of 

Assessment  for  1963—64  Fiscal 

Year 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the 
following  proposals  by  the  Texas  Valley 
Citrus  Committee  established  under  the 
marketing  agreement  and  Order  No.  906 
(7  CFR  Part  906),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  oranges  and  grapefruit  grown 
in  lower  Rio  Grande  Valley  in  Texas, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674),  as  the  agency  to  administer 
the  terms  and  provisions  thereof : 

(a)  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
find  that  reasonable  expenses  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $3,500  will  be  necessarily  incurred 
by  said  committee  during  the  fiscal  year 
August  1,  1963,  through  July  31,  1964, 
for  its  maintenance  and  functioning  un¬ 
der  the  aforesaid  marketing  agreement 
and  order;  and 

(b)  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
fix,  as  the  pro  rata  share  of  such  expenses 
which  each  handler  who  first  handles 
oranges  and  grapefruit  shall  pay  during 
the  fiscal  year  in  accordance  with  the 
aforesaid  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  the  rate  of  assessment  of  two  cents 
($0.02)  per  1%  bushel  box  or  equivalent 
quantity  of  oranges  and  grapefruit  so 
handled  by  such  handler  during  such  fis¬ 
cal  year. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforesaid  proposals  should 
file  the  same  with  the  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  2077,  South 
Building,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  not  later 
than  the  10th  day  after  the  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Terms  used  in  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  shall,  when  used  herein, 
have  the  same  meaning  as  is  given  to 
the  respective  term  in  said  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

Dated:  August  30,  1963. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[Fit.  Doc.  63-9517;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LADOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 
[29  CFR  Part  15001 

OCCUPATIONS  PARTICULARLY  HAZ¬ 
ARDOUS  FOR  EMPLOYMENT  OF 

MINORS 

Power-Driven  Meat  Patty  Forming 
•  Machines;  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 

Making 

The  occupations  in  or  about  slaughter¬ 
ing  and  meat  packing  establishments, 
rendering  plants,  or  wholesale,  retail,  or 
service  establishments  which  have  been 
found  and  by  order  declared  to  be  par¬ 
ticularly  hazardous  for  the  employment 
of  persons  between  16  and  18  years  of 
age  pursuant  to  subsection  3(1)  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (29 
U.S.C.  203)  are  set  forth  in  29  CFR 
1500.61,  formerly  29  CFR  4.61  (Hazard¬ 
ous-Occupations  Order  No.  10).  Sub- 
paragraph  (4)  of  paragraph  (a)  of  that 
section  lists  several  power-driven  meat 
processing  machines  the  operation  of 
which  comes  within  application  of  the 
Order.  A  recent  investigation  by  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Standards  indicates 
that  the  operation  of  power-driven  meat 
patty  forming  machines  is  particularly 
hazardous  for  the  employment  of  16  and 
17  year  old  persons.  It  appears  appro¬ 
priate,  therefore,  to  amend  the  Order  to 
include  these  machines. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  subsection 
3(1)  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  (52  Stat.  1061  as  amended ;  29  U.S.C. 
203),  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of 
1946  (3  CFR  1943-1948  Comp.,  p.  1064) , 
and  in  accordance  with  the  procedure 
established  in  29  CFR  Part  1500,  Subpart 
D,  I  hereby  propose  to  amend  §  1500.61 
(a)  (4)  as  set  forth  below. 

Interested  persons  may  file  written 
statements  of  data,  views,  or  argument 
in  regard  to  the  proposal  with  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Stand¬ 
ards.  United  States  Department  of 
Labor,  Constitution  Avenue  and  14th 
Street  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  within 
30  days  after  this  notice  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Copies  of  the 
Bureau’s  report  of  investigation  may 
also  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
Director. 

As  amended  §  1500.61(a)  (4)  would 
read  as  follows. 

§  1500.61  Occupations  involving 
slaughtering,  meatpacking  or  proc¬ 
essing,  or  rendering  (Order  10). 

(a)  Finding  and  declaration  of  fact. 
The  following  occupations  in  or  about 
slaughtering  and  meatpacking  estab¬ 
lishments,  rendering  plants,  or  whole¬ 
sale,  retail  or  service  establishments  are 


9696 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9697 


Thursday,  September  5,  1963 

particularly  hazardous  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  minors  between  16  and  18  years 
of  age  or  detrimental  to  their  health  or 

well-being: 

»  *  *  *  • 

(4)  All  occupations  involved  in  the 
operation  or  feeding  of  the  following 
power-driven  meat-processing  machines, 
including  setting-up,  adjusting,  repair¬ 
ing,  oiling,  or  cleaning  such  machines: 
Meat  patty  forming  machines,  meat  and 
bone  cutting  saws,  knives  (except  bacon¬ 
slicing  machines) ,  head-splitters,  and 
guillotine  cutters;  snout-pullers  and 
jaw-pullers;  skinning  machines;  hori¬ 
zontal  rotary  washing  machines ;  casing¬ 
cleaning  machines  such  as  crushing, 
stripping,  and  finishing  machines; 
grinding,  mixing,  chopping,  and  hash¬ 
ing  machines;  and  presses  (except  belly¬ 
rolling  machines) . 

(52  Stat.  1061  as  amended;  29  U.S.C.  203) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  August  1963. 

W.  Willard  Wirtz, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[Fit.  Doc.  63-9485;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:46  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  13  1 

[Notice  63-35;  Docket  No.  1925] 

TWO  AND  ONE-HALF-M  I  N  U  T  E 

POWER  RATING  FOR  HELICOPTER 

TURBINE  ENGINES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
Part  13  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  to 
establish  a  2  V2 -minute  power  rating  and 
associated  test  requirements  for  type 
certification  of  turbine  engines  intended 
for  use  in  multiengine  helicopters.  Man¬ 
ufacturers  of  engines,  and  manufacturers 
and  operators  of  multiengine  helicopters 
may  be  affected  by  these  proposed 
amendments. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the  no¬ 
tice  or  docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel: 
Attention  Rules  Docket,  Room  A-103, 
1711  New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20553.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  November  4,  1963,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  upon  the  proposed  rule. 
The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons. 

The  currently  effective  provisions  of 
Part  7  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  re¬ 
quire  for  Category  A  that  the  takeoff 
performance  shall  be  determined  and 
scheduled  in  such  a  manner  that,  in  the 
event  of  one  engine  becoming  inopera¬ 


tive  at  any  instant  after  the  start  of 
takeoff,  it  shall  be  possible  for  the  rotor- 
craft  either  to  return  to  and  stop  safely 
on  the  takeoff  area,  or  to  continue  the 
takeoff  climbout.  For  the  landing  ap¬ 
proach,  performance  must  be  determined 
and  scheduled  in  such  a  manner  that, 
in  the  event  of  one  engine  becoming 
inoperative  at  any  point  in  the  approach 
path,  it  shall  be  possible  for  the  rotor- 
craft  to  land  and  stop  safely  or  to  climb¬ 
out  safely.  Under  the  present  schedule 
of  engine  power  ratings,  takeoff  power  is 
used  to  show  compliance  with  these  re¬ 
quirements. 

The  Aerospace  Industries  Association 
of  America,  Inc.,  has  petitioned  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  issue  a  rule  that  would 
establish  a  rated  power,  greater  than 
takeoff,  but  limited  in  use  to  two  and 
one-half  minutes  to  determine  takeoff 
and  approach  performance  when  one 
engine  of  a  multiengine  helicopter  be¬ 
comes  inoperative.  The  petitioner  con¬ 
tends  that  establishment  of  such  a  rating 
would  improve  the  economics  of  domes¬ 
tically  built  multiengine  helicopters, 
would  enhance  the  position  of  the  United 
States  manufacturers  in  the  foreign  mar¬ 
ket,  and  would  result  in  no  degradation 
of  safety.  In  consideration  of  the  effects 
of  the  proposed  rating  upon  takeoff  and 
landing  performance,  and  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  me  by  §  11.45  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  [New] 
(27  F.R.  9585) ,  I  have  concluded  that  the 
proposal  made  by  petitioner  for  a  two 
and  one-half  minute  power  rating  war¬ 
rants  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
action. 

With  respect  to  the  effect  of  the  2V2- 
minute  rating  upon  engine  reliability, 
the  limitations  on  turbine  engine  power 
and  performance  are  determined,  in  a 
physical  sense,  by  considerations  of  the 
cumulative  turbine  blade  creep,  which 
is  dependent  principally  upon  the  tem¬ 
perature  and  mechanical  loads  to  which 
the  blades  are  subjected.  There  has 
been  no  clear  criterion  for  establishing 
the  absolute  power  limit  of  a  turbine  en¬ 
gine.  The  power  ratings  that  are  estab¬ 
lished  represent  compromises  intended 
to  produce  engines  which  have  reason¬ 
able  performance,  a  satisfactory  service 
life,  and  are  able  to  complete  the  endur¬ 
ance  test  program  satisfactorily.  When 
the  basis  for  the  established  ratings  is 
evaluated  against  the  fundamental  con¬ 
sideration  of  material  creep,  it  is  seen 
that  higher  temperatures  and  speeds 
than  are  associated  with  rated  power 
levels  may  be  attainable.  To  date,  how¬ 
ever,  there  has  been  no  particular  effort 
by  manufacturers  to  exploit  this  capa¬ 
bility. 

To  grant  engine  power  ratings  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  takeoff  power  would  not  be  justi¬ 
fiable  if  engine  reliability  were  adversely 
affected.  It  is  recognized  that  there  are 
temperatures  and/or  speeds  for  any  par¬ 
ticular  engine  that  could  result  in  im¬ 
mediate  and  catastrophic  failure.  It  is 
also  recognized  that  continued  operation 
of  a  particular  engine  at  temperatures 
and/or  speeds  slightly  higher  than  its 
established  limits  would  probably  cause 
an  appreciable  reduction  in  service  life. 
Referring,  however,  to  the  stated  reasons 
for  the  industry  proposal  that  a  2 Va¬ 
in  inute  power  rating  be  introduced,  it  is 


seen  that  such  a  rating  would  be  needed 
only  in  the  event  of  an  engine  failure 
during  takeoff  or  approach  to  landing. 
Service  experience  so  far  gathered  with 
respect  to  multiengine  helicopters  indi¬ 
cates  that  this  situation  occurs  relatively 
infrequently,  hence,  it  would  be  expected 
that  an  engine  would  rarely  be  called 
upon  to  deliver  2  V2 -minute  power.  On 
this  basis,  it  appears  that  establishment 
of  2  % -minute  power  would  not  adversely 
affect  engine  reliability  by  subjecting 
turbine  blades  to  prolonged  operations 
at  elevated  temperatures  or  speeds.  A 
definition  of  the  power  is  proposed  as  a 
new  §  13.1(b)  (5).  The  format  of  the 
definition  differs  from  that  in  the  cur¬ 
rently  effective  regulations.  It  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  that  of  a  rated  power  and 
properly  does  not  include  limitations. 
Similar  revisions  to  the  existing  defini¬ 
tions  of  the  various  power  and  thrust 
ratings  are  being  considered. 

To  establish  that  the  introduction  of 
2  V& -minute  power  will  not  involve  tem¬ 
peratures  or  speeds  that  would  imme¬ 
diately  impair  engine  reliability,  and 
otherwise  to  establish  that  a  satisfactory 
level  of  overall  reliability  exists  when  the 
selected  2 ^-minute  rating  is  used,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  endurance  test  sched¬ 
ule  be  modified  for  engines  to  be  granted 
this  rating.  It  is  proposed  to  revise  the 
endurance  test  schedule  of  §  13.254  to  re¬ 
quire  that  during  the  150-hour  endur¬ 
ance  test  the  engine  be  operated  at  2^- 
minute  power  during  50  periods  of  2V2 
minutes  duration.  It  is  considered  that 
this  procedure  will  establish  the  reli¬ 
ability  of  the  engine  with  a  2 ^-minute 
rating  when  operated  in  service  under 
the  conditions  proposed  for  this  rating. 

This  proposal  is  subject  to  the  FAA  Re¬ 
codification  Program  announced  in  Draft 
Release  61-25  (26  F.R.  10698) .  The  final 
rule,  if  adopted,  may  be  in  the  recodified 
form;  however,  the  recodification  itself 
will  not  alter  the  substantive  contents 
proposed  herein. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  13  of  the  Civil 
Air  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  13,  as 
amended)  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  13.1(b)  by  redesig¬ 
nating  subparagraphs  (5),  (6),  (7),  and 
(8)  as  (6) ,  (7) ,  (8) ,  and  (9) ,  and  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  subparagraph  (5)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  13.1  Definitions. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  General  design. 

m  w  9  •  • 

(5)  Two  and  one-half -minute  power 
for  helicopter  turbine  engines.  Two  and 
one-half-minute  power  for  helicopter 
turbine  engines  is  the  brake  horsepower 
developed  statically  in  standard  atmos¬ 
phere  at  sea  level,  or  at  a  specified  alti¬ 
tude.  for  one-engine-out  operation  of 
multiengine  helicopters  for  two  and  one- 
half-minutes  at  rotor  shaft  rotational 
speed  and  gas  temperature  established 
for  this  rating. 

2.  By  amending  §  13.254  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  13.254  Endurance  test. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(c)  Helicopter  engines  lor  which  21/2- 
minute  and  30-minute  power  ratings  are 
desired — (1)  Takeoff,  2V2-minute  power, 
and  idling.  One  hour  of  alternate  5- 
minute  periods  of  engine  operation  shall 
be  conducted  at  takeoff  power  and  thrust 
and  at  idling  power  and  thrust  except 
that,  during  the  third  and  sixth  takeoff 
power  periods,  only  2  y2  minutes  will  be 
conducted  at  takeoff  power  and  the  re¬ 
maining  2V2  minutes  will  be  conducted 
at  2% -minute  power.  The  developed 
powers  and  thrusts  at  takeoff,  2V2- 
minute,  and  idling  conditions  and  their 
corresponding  rotor  speed  and  gas  tem¬ 
perature  conditions  shall  be  as  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  power  control(s)  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  schedule  established  by  the 
manufacturer.  It  shall  be  permissible  to 
control  manually  during  any  one  period 
the  rotor  speed  and  power  and  thrust 
while  taking  data  to  check  performance. 
For  engines  with  augmented  takeoff  rat¬ 
ings  which  involve  increases  in  turbine 
inlet  temperature,  rotor  speed,  or  shaft 
power,  this  period  of  running  at  rated 
takeoff  power  shall  be  at  the  augmented 
rating.  In  changing  the  power  setting 
after  or  during  each  period,  the  power 
control  lever  shall  be  moved  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  subparagraph  (5)  of 
this  paragraph. 

(2)  Thirty -minute  power.  Thirty 
minutes  of  engine  operation  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  at  30-minute  power,  or  thrust,  or 
both. 

(3)  Maximum  continuous  power  and 
thrust.  Two  hours  of  engine  operation 
shall  be  conducted  at  the  maximum  con¬ 
tinuous  power  and  thrust. 

(4)  Incremental  cruise  power  and 
thrust.  Two  hours  of  engine  operation 
shall  be  conducted  at  the  successive 
power  lever  positions  corresponding  with 
not  less  than  12  approximately  equal 
speed  and  time  increments  between 
maximum  continuous  engine  rotational 
speed  and  ground  or  minimum  idle  ro¬ 
tational  speed.  For  engines  operating  at 
constant  speed,  it  shall  be  permissible 
to  vary  the  thrust  and  power  in  lieu 
of  speed.  In  the  event  significant  peak 
vibrations  exist  anywhere  between 
ground  idle  and  maximum  continuous 
conditions,  the  number  of  increments 
chosen  shall  be  altered  to  increase  the 
amount  of  running  conducted  while  be¬ 
ing  subjected  to  the  peak  vibrations  up 
to  an  amount  not  exceeding  50  percent 
of  the  total  time  spent  in  incremental 
running.  (See  also  §  13.251.) 

(5)  Acceleration  and  deceleration  runs. 
Thirty  minutes  of  engine  operation  shall 
be  conducted  of  accelerations  and  de¬ 
celerations  consisting  of  6  cycles  from 
idling  power  and  thrust  to  takeoff  power 
and  thrust  and  maintaining  at  the  take¬ 
off  power  lever  position  for  30  seconds 
and  at  the  idling  power  lever  position 
for  approximately  4 1/2  minutes.  In  com¬ 
plying  with  the  provisions  of  this  sub- 
paragraph,  the  power-control  lever  shall 
be  moved  from  one  extreme  position  to 
the  other  in  not  more  than  one  second 


except  that,  where  different  regimes  of 
control  operations  are  incorporated 
necessitating  scheduling  of  the  power- 
control  lever  motion  in  going  from  one 
extreme  position  to  the  other,  a  longer 
period  of  time  shall  be  acceptable  but 
in  no  case  shall  this  time  exceed  2 
seconds. 

(6)  Starts.  One  hundred  starts  shall 
be  made,  of  which  25  starts  shall  be 
preceded  by  at  least  a  2-hour  engine 
shutdown.  Ten  starts  shall  be  false  en¬ 
gine  starts  pausing  for  the  applicant’s 
specified  minimum  fuel  drainage  time 
before  attempting  a  normal  start.  Ten 
starts  shall  be  normal  restarts,  each  per¬ 
formed  not  more  than  15  minutes  after 
engine  shutdown.  It  shall  be  acceptable 
to  make  the  remaining  starts  after  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  150  hours  of  endurance 
testing. 

(7)  Maximum  temperatures.  The 
limiting  maximum  hot  gas  and  oil  inlet 
temperatures  shall  be  substantiated  by 
operation  at  these  limits  during  all  the 
takeoff,.  21/2-minute  power,  30-minute 
power,  and  maximum  continuous  run¬ 
ning  of  the  endurance  test. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
28,  1963. 

W.  Lloyd  Lane, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

(P.R.  Doc.  63-9474;  Piled,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  [New]  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-WE-55] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  ASSOCIATED 

CONTROL  AREAS,  TRANSITION 
AREAS,  REPORTING  POINTS  AND 

CONTROL  AREA  EXTENSION 

Proposed  Revocation  and  Alteration 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  Part  71  [New]  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  108  is  desig¬ 
nated  in  part  from  Linden,  Calif.,  to 
Currant,  Nev.,  VOR  Federal  airway  No. 
1732  is  designated  from  Linden  to  Scotts- 
bluff,  Nebr.  The  Fresno,  Calif.,  control 
area  extension  is  bounded  in  part  by  Vic¬ 
tor  108.  The  Mina,  Nev.,  and  Currant, 
Nev.,  VORs  are  designated  as  low  altitude 
reporting  points.  The  Currant  VOR  is 
also  designated  as  an  intermediate  alti¬ 
tude  reporting  point.  The  Mina  and  Big 
Trees,  Calif.,  transition  areas  are  desig¬ 
nated  for  the  protection  of  aircraft  exe¬ 
cuting  holding  procedures  associated 
with  operations  along  Victor  108. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  following  actions: 

1.  Revoke  the  segment  of  Victor  108 
and  its  associated  control  areas  from 
Linden  to  Currant,  including  the  south 
alternate  between  Mina  and  Currant. 

2.  Revoke  Victor  1732  from  Linden  to 
Scottsbluff. 

3.  Revoke  Mina  and  Currant  as  low 
altitude  reporting  points. 


4.  Revoke  Currant  as  an  intermediate 
altitude  reporting  point. 

5.  Revoke  the  Mina  and  Big  Trees 
transition  areas. 

6.  Alter  the  Fresno  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  by  substituting  a  line  5  miles 
south  of  and  parallel  to  the  Linden 
VORTAC  077°  True  radial  for  Victor  108 
in  the  description  of  the  control  area 
extension. 

The  latest  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
IFR  Peak  Day  airway  traffic  survey  for 
Victor  108  showed  only  three  aircraft 
movements  on  the  segment  between 
Linden  and  Mina  and  no  aircraft  move¬ 
ments  on  the  segment  between  Mina  and 
Currant.  The  same  survey  also  showed 
a  maximum  of  only  three  aircraft  move¬ 
ments  on  any  segment  of  Victor  1732. 
Accordingly,  it  appears  that  the  retention 
of  Victor  1732,  and  the  segment  of 
Victor  108  between  Linden  and  Cur¬ 
rant  are  unjustified  as  assignments  of 
airspace.  With  the  revocation  of  these 
airways,  there  would  no  longer  be  a  re¬ 
quirement  for  the  Big  Trees  and  Mina 
transition  areas  nor  the  Mina  and  Cur¬ 
rant  reporting  points. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  5651 
West  Manchester  Avenue,  P.O.  Box 
90007,  Airport  Station,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  90009.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty -five  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contem¬ 
plated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be  made 
by  contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Utilization  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  Any 
data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20553. 
An  informal  docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
27,  1963. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9460;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 
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department  of  the  treasury 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Dept.  Circ.  570,  1963  Rev.  Supp.  No.  5] 

farmers  mutual  hail  insurance 

COMPANY  OF  IOWA 

Surety  Company  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds 

August  30,  1963. 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  surety  on  Federal  bonds  has 
been  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  to  the  following  company  under  the 
A'ct  of  Congress  approved  July  30,  1947, 

6  U.S.C.  6-13. 

An  underwriting  limitation  of  $995,- 
000.00  has  been  established  for  the  com¬ 
pany.  Further  details  as  to  the  extent 
and  localities  with  respect  to  which  the 
company  is  acceptable  as  surety  on 
Federal  bonds  will  appear  in  the  next 
revision  of  Department  Circular  570, 
to  be  issued  as  of  June  1, 1964.  Copies  of 
the  circular,  when  issued,  may  be  ob-- 
tairied  from  the  Treasury  Department, 
Bureau  of  Accounts,  Surety  Bonds 
Branch,  Washington,  D.C.,  20220. 

State  in  Which  Incorporated ,  Name  of  Com¬ 
pany,  and  Location  of  Principal  Executive 
Office 

Iowa;  Farmers  Mutual  Hail  Insurance 
Company  of  Iowa;  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

[seal]  John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9489;  FUed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Navy 
U.S.  NAVAL  SUBMARINES 

Distinctive  Lights  Authorized  for 
Submarines 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  30  July 
1963,  in  accordance  with  Rule  13(a)  In¬ 
ternational  Rules  and  Article  13,  Inland 
Rules,  authorized  the  display  of  a  dis¬ 
tinctive  light  by  U.S.  Naval  submarines 
in  international  waters  and  in  the  in¬ 
land  waters  of  the  United  States.  The 
light  will  be  exhibited  in  addition  to  the 
presently  prescribed  navigational  lights 
for  submarines. 

The  normal  navigational  lights  of  sub¬ 
marines  have  been  found  to  be  easily 
mistaken  for  those  of  small  vessels  when 
in  fact  submarines  are  large  deep  draft 
vessels  with  limited  maneuvering  char¬ 
acteristics  while  they  are  on  the  surface. 
The  newly  authorized  light  is  expected 
to  promote  safety  at  sea  by  assisting  in 
the  identification  of  submarines. 

United  States  submarines  may  there¬ 
fore  display  an  amber  colored  rotating 
light  producing  90  flashes  per  minute 
visible  all  round  the  horizon  at  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  at  least  three  miles,  the  light 
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to  be  located  approximately  six  feet 
above  the  masthead  light. 

(Sec.  1  (Art.  13),  30  Stat.  99,  sec.  6  (Rule 
18(a)),  65  Stat.  415;  33  UJ8.C.  145k(a),  182) 

[seal]  Robert  D.  Powers,  Jr., 
Acting  Judge  Advocate 
General  of  the  Navy. 

August  29, 1963. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9487;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Consolidated  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration  Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C.  1961) ,  it  has 
been  determined  that  in  the  hereinafter- 
named  counties  in  the  State  of  Virginia 
a  natural  disaster  has  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available 
from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 

Virginia 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Classification  Order  No.  4] 

ALASKA 

Small  Tract  Classification; 
Cancellation 

August  28,  1963. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  redele¬ 
gated  to  me  from  Bureau  Order  684, 
dated  August  28,  1961  (26  F.R.  6215),  as 
amended,  by  the  Alaska  State  Director 
in  section  3,  Delegation  of  Authority 
(FR.  Doc.  63-219)  dated  January  9, 1963, 
that  Small  Tract  Classification  Order 
No.  4  of  January  10,  1961,  which  clas¬ 
sified  the  following  lands  for  disposal 
under  the  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938  (52  Stat.  609;  43  U.S.C.  682a),  or 
for  selection  by  the  State  of  Alaska  under 
the  Act  of  July  28,  1956  (70  Stat.  709; 
48  U.S.C.  46-3b)  and  section  6(g)  of 
the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958 
(72  Stat.  339)  is  hereby  cancelled: 

Fairbanks  Meridian,  Alaska 
T.  IS  HI  W 

Sec.  9:  Lot  12  and  SW^SWft. 

Containing  72.64  acres. 

U.S.  SURVEY  3148,  ALASKA 

Lots  109-114, 121-132  and  136-186. 

Containing  41.05  acres. 

2.  This  order  will  take  effect  im¬ 
mediately.  Cancellation  of  this  order 
does  not  extinguish  any  valid,  existing 
rights  established  thereunder  and  does 
not  preclude  the  selection  by  the  State 
of  Alaska  of  any  of  the  above  lands, 
otherwise  available  for  selection,  under 
any  of  the  laws  applicable  thereto. 

Gerald  G.  Wright, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9466;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
VIRGINIA 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Emergency 
Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the 


Albermarle. 

Alleghany. 

Amelia. 

Amherst 

Appomattox. 

Augusta. 

Bath. 

Bedford. 

Botetourt. 

Brunswick. 

Buckingham. 

Campbell. 

Caroline. 

Charles  City. 

Charlotte. 

Chesterfield. 

Clarke. 

Craig. 

Culpeper. 

Cumberland. 

Dinwiddle. 

Essex. 

Fairfax. 

Fauquier. 

Floyd. 

Fluvanna. 

Franklin. 

Frederick. 

Giles. 

Gloucester. 

Goochland. 

Greene. 

Halifax. 

Hanover. 

Henrico. 

Henry. 


Highland. 

James  City. 

King  and  Queen. 
King  George. 
King  William. 
Lancaster. 
Loudoun. 

Louisa. 

Lunenburg. 

Madison. 

Mathews. 

Mecklenburg. 

Middlesex. 

Montgomery. 

Nelson. . 

New  Kent. 
Northumberland. 
Nottoway. 
Orange. 

Page. 

Patrick. 

Pittsylvania. 

Powhatan. 

Prince  Edward. 

Prince  George. 

Prince  William. 

Rappahannock. 

Richmond. 

Rockbridge. 

Rockingham. 

Shenandoah. 

Spotsylvania. 

Stafford. 

Warren. 

Westmoreland. 

York. 


Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  counties  after  De¬ 
cember  31,  1964,  except  to  applicants 
who  previously  received  emergency  or 
special  livestock  loan  assistance  and  who 
can  qualify  under  established  policies 
and  procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  August  1963. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9473;  FUed.  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  am.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

ADMINISTRATOR,  MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 

Authority  To  Appoint  Special 
.  Policemen 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  by  law  and  by 
delegation  of  authority  No.  413  of  May  18, 
1962,  from  the  Administrator,  General 
Services  Administration  authority  is 
hereby  delegated  to  the  Administrator, 
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Maritime  Administration  to  appoint  uni¬ 
formed  guards  as  special  policemen  with 
such  powers  as  are  conferred  in  the  Act 
of  June  1, 1948  (62  Stat.  281) ,  for  protec¬ 
tion  duties  on  those  parcels  of  property 
at  the  United  States  Merchant  Marine 
Academy,  Kings  Point,  New  York  over 
which  the  United  States  Government  has 
acquired  exclusive  criminal  jurisdiction. 

2.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  attach¬ 
ment  entitled  “Authority  of  Special  Po¬ 
lice”1  and  any  other  standards,  proce¬ 
dures  or  regulations  hereafter  prescribed 
by  the  General  Services  Administration. 

3.  There  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
General  Services  Administration  an  an¬ 
nual  report  at  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year 
summarizing  operations  under  this  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority.  The  report  shall  be 
in  the  form  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration  for  the  purpose. 

4.  This  authority  may  be  redelegated 
to  such  officials  of  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration  as  the  Administrator  may  deem 
necessary. 

5.  This  delegation  shall  be  effective  as 
of  the  following  date. 

Dated:  August  29,  1963. 

Luther  H.  Hodges, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Authority  or  Special  Police 

Special  Police.  The  Administrator  of 
General  Services  and  duly  authorized  officials 
of  the  General  Services  Administration  are 
authorized  by  law  to  appoint  special  police¬ 
men.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C.  471)  the 
Administrator  may  delegate  that  authority 
to  the  heads  of  Federal  agencies  when  so 
requested  by  such  agencies.  The  Act  of  May 
27,  1924,  as  amended  (D.C.  Code  4-208),  and 
the  Act  of  June  1. 1948,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C. 
319)  the  pertinent  provisions  of  which  are 
set  forth  hereunder,  specify  the  degree  of 
police  power  conferred  and  the  scope  of  ac¬ 
tivity  of  such  special  police. 

1.  Act  of  May  27,  1924.  Under  this  enact¬ 
ment  and  subsequent  transfers  of  functions 
and  authorities,  the  Administrator  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Is  authorized  to  appoint  special 
policemen,  without  compensation,  to  police 
reservations  under  his  Jurisdiction  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  These  special  police¬ 
men  have  the  same  powers  and  perform  the 
same  duties  as  the  United  States  Park  Po¬ 
lice  and  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  such  powers  are 
restricted  to  reservations  within  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  under  the  control  of  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

2.  Act  of  June  1,  1948.  Under  this  enact¬ 
ment,  the  Administrator  of  General  Services 
is  authorized  to  appoint  uniformed  guards  as 
special  policemen,  without  additional  com¬ 
pensation.  for  duty  in  connection  with  the 
policing  of  public  buildings  and  other  areas 
under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration.  These  special  polioe- 
men  have  the  same  powers  as  sheriffs  and 
constables,  upon  such  Federal  property,  to 
enforce  the  laws  enacted  for  the  protection  of 
persons  and  property,  to  prevent  breaches  of 
the  peace,  to  suppress  affrays  or  unlawful  as- 

■  semblles.  and  to  enforce  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  made  and  promulgated  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  or  other  duly  authorized  officials. 
The  jurisdiction  and  police  powers  of  these 
special  policemen  are  restricted  to  Federal 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


property  over  which  the  United  States  has 
acquired  exclusive  or  concurrent  criminal 
jurisdiction. 

Definitions: 

1.  Exclusive  Federal  Criminal  Jurisdiction 
exists  when  the  Federal  Government  has  the 
exclusive  right  to  enforce  the  criminal  laws 
in  effect  In  a  location  or  area,  ordinarily  one 
which  Is  owned  by  the  United  States.  Such 
jurisdiction  Is  obtained  through  legislation 
by  the  State  In  which  the  property  Is  located, 
or  In  the  enabling  act  governing  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  the  State.  Where  such  Jurisdiction 
exists  the  State  and  local  authorities  have  no 
responsibility  for  criminal  law  enforcement, 
which  rests  entirely  upon  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

2.  Concurrent  Federal  Criminal  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  exists  when  the  Federal  Government 
and  the  State  in  which  the  property  Is  lo¬ 
cated  both  enforce  criminal  laws  in  a  loca¬ 
tion  or  area.  The  State  jurisdiction  usually 
results  from  the  reservation  by  the  State  ef 
the  right  concurrently  to  exercise  the  same 
or  part  of  the  same  powers  as  are  vested  In 
the  Federal  Government. 

Local  Procedures.  When  properties  over 
which  the  Federal  Government  has  exclusive 
or  concurrent  criminal  Jurisdiction  are 
guarded  by  special  police  every  effort  must 
be  made  to  obtain  the  co-operation  of  local 
and  Federal  law  enforcement  agencies,  as  well 
as  other  protection  organizations  In  the 
vicinity.  Mutual  assistance  agreements 
should  be  entered  Into  with  these  agencies 
In  order  to  cope  with  large  scale  disorders, 
the  handling  and  prosecution  of  Federal 
prisoners,  fire  fighting,  and  any  other  mission 
of  the  special  police  which  might  require 
more  manpower,  equipment,  or  facilities  than 
are  at  their  Immediate  disposal.  Special 
policemen  must  be  thoroughly  instructed  In 
the  type  of  Jurisdiction  applicable  to  each 
facility  in  which  they  operate,  their  authori¬ 
ties  under  such  Jurisdiction,  and  the  pro¬ 
cedures  which  they  should  follow. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-9506;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
B.  F.  GOODRICH  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)  (5) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  1191)  has  been  filed  by  the  B.  F. 
Goodrich  Company,  500  South  Main 
Street,  Akron  18,  Ohio,  proposing  that 
paragraph  (c)  (4)  (i)  of  §  121.2562  Rub¬ 
ber  articles  intended  for  repeated  or  con¬ 
tinuous  use  be  amended  by  inserting 
alphabetically  therein  the  following  new 
items: 

Butadiene-acrylonitrile-methacrylic  acid 
copolymer. 

Butadiens-styrene-methacrylic  acid  co¬ 
polymer. 

Dated:  August  27, 1963. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

[Fit.  Doc.  63-9490;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

•  :47  a.m  ] 


MONSANTO  CHEMICAL  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additive  Sodium  Dodecylben- 
zenesulfonate 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec 
409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  1042)  has  been  filed  by  Monsanto 
Chemical  Company,  800  North  Lind¬ 
bergh  Boulevard,  St.  Louis  66,  Missouri, 
proposing  the  issuance  of  a  regulation 
to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  sodium 
dodecylbenzenesulfonate  in  mixtures 
employed  for  lye-peeling  and  washing 
fruits  and  vegetables,  with  a  requirement 
that  the  application  be  followed  by  po¬ 
table  water  rinse. 

Dated:  August  27,  1963. 

J.K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9491;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:47  am.] 


SURGETS  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additive  Salicylic  Acid 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(b)  (5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  pe¬ 
tition  (FAP  1215)  has  been  filed  by  The 
Surgets  Company,  Inc.,  Spring  Valley, 
Minnesota,  proposing  the  amendment  of 
§  121.249  Food  additives  for  use  in  milk- 
producing  animals  by  adding  thereto  a 
new  paragraph  (b),  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  salicylic  acid: 

(b)  It  is  used  or  intended  for  use  for 
the  removal  of  scar  tissue  in  the  teat 
canal  of  milk-producing  cows. 

(1)  It  contains  in  each  dose  0.55  gram 
of  salicylic  acid  (in  gum  arabic  and  dex¬ 
trin  vehicle) . 

(2)  Each  dose  is  incorporated  upon  a 
mechanical  device  (teat  dilator)  suit¬ 
able  for  insertion  in  and  subsequent  re¬ 
moval  from  the  teat  canal. 

(3)  The  method  of  treatment  is  as 
follows:  Treat  lactating  cows  initially  by 
inserting  dosage  and  removal  of  the 
device.  Insert  the  second  dose  and  per¬ 
mit  device  to  remain  in  the  canal  until 
the  next  milking.  Insert  one  dose  fol¬ 
lowing  each  milking  for  not  more  than 
2  days. 

(4)  Milk  that  has  been  drawn  from 
animals  within  48  hours  after  such 
treatment  may  not  be  used  for  food. 

Dated:  August  27, 1963. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-9492;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:47  am.]  _ 


i 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9701 


Thursday,  September  5,  1963 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  14726;  Order  E-19962] 

ALASKA  AIRLINES,  INC.,  AND  PAN 
AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

Order  of  Suspension  and  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  29th  day  of  August  1963. 

Discounts  with  respect  to  Category  A 
and  Z  Fares,  proposed  by  Alaska  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  and  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.;  Docket  No.  14726. 

By  tariff  revision1  marked  to  become 
effective  September  1,  1963,  Alaska  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  proposes  to  make  children’s 
and  family  fare  discounts  applicable  to 
military  personnel  traveling  on  Category 
A  or  Z  with  Government  Transportation 
Requests  between  Seattle  and  Fairbanks 
and  between  Seattle  and  Anchorage  via 
Fairbanks.  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  as  a  defensive  measure,  filed 
a  similar  revision8  marked  to  become 
effective  September  6, 1963,  and  confined 
the  applicability  of  Category  A  and  Z 
fares  to  its  tourist  flights  between  Seattle 
and  Fairbanks,  and  the  applicability  of 
the  discounts  to  round  trip  tickets. 

The  subject  proposals  would  offer  free 
transportation  to  infants,  60  percent  re¬ 
duction  to  children  between  2  and  12 
years  of  age,  and  33  y3  percent  reduction 
to  spouses  and  children  between  12  and 
22  years  of  age. 

Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  Pacific 
Northern  Airlines,  Inc.,  have  filed  com¬ 
plaints  (Dockets  14704  and  14697) 
against  Alaska’s  filing,  requesting 
suspension  and  investigation.  In  es¬ 
sence,  the  complaining  carriers  urge  that 
the  proposal  of  Alaska  is  unlawful  since 
it  (1)  results  in  individual  fares  which 
range  between  1.37  cents  and  1.85  cents 
per  passenger  mile,  and  thus  would  be 
uneconomically  and  unreasonably  low, 
and  far  below  the  established  minimum 
rates  for  planeload  charters,  (2)  will  not 
generate  any  additional  traffic,  but 
rather  will  only  serve  to  dilute  revenues, 
(3)  is  being  implemented  by  Alaska 
through  its  reliance  on  subsidy,  and  (4) 
is  an  effort  to  divert  traffic  from  other 
carriers. 

Alaska  has  filed  a  complaint  (Docket 
14711)  against  Pan  American’s  defensive 
tariff,  requesting  that,  in  the  event  the 
Board  takes  action  with  respect  to  its 
own  filing,  similar  action  be  taken  on 
Pan  American’s  proposal,  and  that  the 
two  matters  be  treated  together. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  matters 
contained  in  the  filings  and  complaints, 
the  Board  finds  that  the  subject  proposal 
may  result  in  unjustifiably  low  fares  and 
yields  in  light  of  the  fact  that  it  is  un¬ 
likely  that  sufficient  new  traffic  will  be 
generated  to  offset  the  dilution  which 
will  result.  Additionally,  children’s  and 
family  fare  discounts  have  historically 
not  been  available  in  conjunction  with 
special  fares  similar  to  those  involved 
here,  and  such  practice  may  have  a  dis¬ 
ruptive  effect  on  the  market  involved 
and  the  revenues  of  the  carriers,  as  well 


1  Alaska  Airlines’  C.A.B.  No.  72. 

*  Agent  Lounsbury’s  C.A.B.  No.  338. 


as  possible  adverse  subsidy  implications. 
Consequently,  it' is  found  that  the  pro¬ 
posals  of  Alaska  and  Pan  American  out¬ 
lined  above  should  be  investigated.  In 
view  of  the  unusually  low  yields  involved 
and  resulting  harmful  effects  upon  the 
revenues  of  the  carriers  in  these  mar¬ 
kets,  and  especially  because  of  the  in¬ 
volvement  of  substantial  subsidy  funds 
in  regard  to  the  services  in  these  mar¬ 
kets,  suspension  of  the  effectiveness  of 
the  applicable  tariff  provisions  appears  . 
to  be  warranted. 

Since  the  issues  presented  by  the  pro¬ 
posals  of  Alaska  and  Pan  American  are 
closely  related,  the  request  of  Alaska  to 
consider  the  matters  together  will  be 
granted. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  404,  and  1002  thereof, 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  5.  on  7th  Revised  Page  4  of  Alaska 
Airlines,  Inc.,  C.A.B.  No.  72  and  Rule  6 
(including  the  Exception  thereto)  on  3rd 
Revised  Page  3  of  Agent  R.  C.  Louns¬ 
bury’s  C.A.B.  No.  338  are,  or  will  be,  un¬ 
just  or  unreasonable,  or  unjustly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  unduly  preferential,  or 
unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful  and  if  found  to  be  unlawful,  to 
determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful  pro¬ 
visions. 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  paragraph  5,  on  7th  Revised  Page 
4  of  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  C.A.B.  No.  72 
and  Rule  6  (including  the  Exception 
thereto)  on  3d  Revised  Page  3  of  Agent 
R.  C.  Lounsbury’s  C.A.B.  No.  338,  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  to  and 
including  November  29,  1963,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that 
no  changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board. 

3.  The  investigation  ordered  herein  be 
set  for  hearing  before  an  Examiner  of 
the  Board  at  a  time  and  place  hereafter 
to  be  designated. 

4.  A  copy  of  this  order  will  be  served 
upon  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Inc.,  Pacific  Northern 
Airlines,  Inc.,  and  Northwest  Airlines, 
Inc.,  which  are  hereby  made  parties  to 
this  proceeding. 

5.  The  complaints  of  Northwest  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (Docket  14704) ,  Pacific  North¬ 
ern  Airlines,  Inc  (Docket  14697),  and 
Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.  (Docket  14711),  are 
dismissed. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9501;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14727;  Order  E-19973] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Deferring  Action  on  Agreement 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  30th  day  of  August  1963. 


Agreement  adopted  by  the  members 
of  Traffic  Conference  1  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Air  Transport  Association  relating 
to  passenger  sales  agency  rules.  Agree¬ 
ment  CAB  17165,  Docket  No.  14727. 

On  June  13,  1963,  the  members  of 
Traffic  Conference  1  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (LATA)  filed, 
pursuant  to  section  412  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the 
Act),  an  amendment  to  the  passenger 
sales  agency  rules,  which  was  adopted 
by  mail  vote  for  intended  effectiveness 
on  September  1, 1963. 

The  resolution  provides  a  separate  set 
of  passenger  sales  agency  rules  (810a 
Part  II)  and  the  related  form  of  agency 
application  (810q)  to  be  applicable  with¬ 
in  the  United  States  (including  posses¬ 
sions  in  Traffic  Conferences  1  and  3). 
The  rest  of  Traffic  Conference  1  would 
continue  to  be  governed  by  the  current 
resolution,  which  would  be  designated 
810a  Part  I  and  amended  to  eliminate  its 
effectiveness  in  the  United  States. 

The  major  changes  contained  in  the 
resolution  are  given  in  the  appendix1; 
however,  certain  of  them  may  be  briefly 
described  here.  Under  the  new  rules,  an 
application  for  a  passenger  sales  agency 
could  be  approved  or  disapproved  by  the 
Conference  Secretary;  at  present,  such 
action  may  be  taken  only  by  the  Agency 
Subcommittee  which  is  required  to  meet 
not  less -than  twice  a  year  for  such  pur¬ 
pose.  If  the  application  meets  specified 
requirements,  the  Secretary  would  be 
obligated  to  enter  into  a  sales  agency 
agreement  with  the  applicant  within 
thirty  to  sixty  days  after  receipt  of  the 
application. 

The  resolution  contains  a  number  of 
new  requirements  including  certain  spe¬ 
cific  experience  qualifications  for  the 
agency’s  owner,  officers,  or  managerial 
employees.  In  addition,  the  application 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  surety  bond 
in  the  amount  of  $10,000  or  an  undertak¬ 
ing  by  a  surety  company  to  issue  same 
when  the  application  is  approved.  In 
addition  to  prohibitions  against  approval 
contained  in  the  presently  effective 
agreement,  the  Conference  Secretary 
may  not  approve  an  application  where 
a  customer  of  the  applicant  has  any  in¬ 
terest  therein;  where  the  agency  would 
be  located  in  a  private  residence,  airport 
or  airport  terminal  building,  or  hotel 
having  an  interest  in  the  applicant; 
where  the  applicant’s  experience  quali¬ 
fications  do  not  meet  the  stated  require¬ 
ments;  or  where  statements  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  erroneous  or  fraudulent  or 
where  the  applicant’s  ethical  practices 
are  unsatisfactory.  In  addition,  there  is 
continued  the  present  restriction  against 
approval  where  “the  applicant’s  finan¬ 
cial  or  credit  standing  is  unsatisfactory.” 
Applications  unable  to  be  approved  by 
the  Conference  Secretary  may  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Agency  Subcommittee 
which  may,  for  example,  accept  a  dem¬ 
onstration  of  promotional  willingness, 
ability  and  activity  cn  the  part  of  the 
applicant  in  lieu  of  the  experience  re¬ 
quirements. 

The  resolution  further  provides  that, 
during  the  first  twelve  months  following 
a  successful  application,  the  agent  will 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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increase  the  bond  quarterly  to  an  amount 
equal  to  the  highest  average  monthly 
gross  sales  during  any  quarter  of  such 
twelve  -  month  period.1  Effective  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1964,  each  agent  and  each  branch 
office  location  on  the  agency  list  will  be 
required  to  procure  and  maintain  a  bond. 
No  single  agency  location  will  be  required 
to  maintain  a  bond  in  excess  of  $50,000, 
and  no  agent  operating  more  than  one 
location  will  be  required  to  maintain  a 
bond  in  excess  of  $100,000  to  cover  all 
locations.  Failure  to  maintain  a  bond 
may  result  in  suspension,  including  with¬ 
drawal  of  tickets  and  exchange  orders, 
and,  if  not  corrected  within  30  days 
after  notice  of  the  suspension,  in  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  sales  agency  agreement. 

Supplemental  information  submitted 
by  IATA  *  shows  that,  as  of  December  31, 
1962,  there  were  4,576  IATA-approved 
passenger  sales  agents  in  the  U.S.,  and 
that  approximately  3,223  IATA  agents 
in  the  U.S.  are  also  approved  by  the  Air 
Traffic  Conference  of  America  (ATC). 
Defaults  in  the  past  three  years,  accord¬ 
ing  to  IATA,  were  as  follows:  — 


Year 

Reported 

defaults 

Total 

amount 

1960 . . . 

17 

$180,309 

131,052 

262,523 

1961 . 

22 

1962.  .  _ _ 

39 

It  is  further  noted  by  IATA  that  the 
minimum  bond  of  $10,000  represents 
sales  of  $120,000  per  annum  and  com¬ 
missions  of  $8,400;  that  such  commis¬ 
sions  are  considered  to  represent  mini¬ 
mum  income  which  an  agent  could  earn 
and  reasonably  expect  to  remain  solvent; 
and  that  the  maximum  bonds  of  $50,000 
for  a  single  location  and  $100,000  for 
agents  with  multiple  locations3  4 *  are  con¬ 
sidered  to  provide  adequate,  but  not 
excessive  protection. 

On  August  13,  1963,  the  American  So¬ 
ciety  of  Travel  Agents  (ASTA)  submit¬ 
ted  comments  opposing  the  bonding  re¬ 
quirement  and  various  detailed  provi¬ 
sions,  but  not  the  aims,  of  the  balance 
of  the  resolution.  ASTA  indicates  that, 
prior  to  approval  of  a  bonding  require¬ 
ment,  IATA  should  be  required  to  dem¬ 
onstrate,  among  other  things,  that  a 
bond  is  essential  to  the  protection  of 
IATA  carriers;  that  there  is  no  other 
objective  way  of  assuring  the  financial 
responsibility  of  agents;  that  a  reason¬ 
able  correlation  exists  between  the  mini¬ 
mum  bonding  coverage  proposed  by 
IATA  and  “the  average  report  period 
sales”  of  IATA  agents  in  Traffic  Con¬ 
ference  1;  and  that  the  discrimination 
in  imposing  a  bond  requirement  on  U.S. 
passenger  sales  agents  only  is  reasonable 
and  justified.  Beyond  comments  on 
bonding,  ASTA  notes  that  the  experi¬ 
ence  requirements  for  agency  owners 
or  other  personnel  are  too  vague;  that 
provisions  permitting  completely  dis¬ 
cretionary  revocation  of  an  agent’s  ap¬ 
pointment  by  the  Agency  Subcommittee 


3  Thereafter,  such  Increases  may  be  made 
semiannually. 

•Letter  dated  July  31.  1963,  In  response  to 
an  inquiry  of  July  5  from  the  Board's  staff. 

4  The  amount  is  based  on  the  smallest  such 

multiple  unit — a  head  office  and  one  branch. 


for  lack  of  production  are  objectionable; 
and  that  numerous  other  named  provi¬ 
sions  are  inequitable,  discriminatory  and 
unjustified. 

The  general  purpose  of  the  resolution, 
as  the  Board  would  understand  it,  is  to 
replace  subjective  standards  where  pos¬ 
sible  with  more  definitive  criteria  gov¬ 
erning  the  approval  of  agents,  to  expe¬ 
dite  the  consideration  of  agency  matters 
by  granting  broader  powers  to  the  Con¬ 
ference  Secretary,  and  to  assist  adminis¬ 
trative  processes  by  delineating  more 
clearly  the  agency  procedures  which  are 
applicable  to  the  U.S.  only.  Such  aims 
are  noteworthy  and  the  resolution,  con¬ 
sidered  broadly,  may  contribute  signifi¬ 
cantly  to  the  expedition  with  which  IATA 
agency  matters  are  handled.  The  de¬ 
tailed  procedures,  however,  are  obviously 
of  substantial  interest  to  the  agency  in¬ 
dustry.  Hence,  the  Board  will  provide 
an  opportunity  for  agents,  as  well  as 
carriers  and  any  other  interested  per¬ 
sons,  to  submit  comments  on  the  mat¬ 
ter.'  Subject  to  any  modifications  which 
may  be  warranted  as  a  result  of  the  sub¬ 
missions  of  interested  persons,  the  Board 
would,  in  general,  favor  approval  of  the 
provisions  of  the  resolution  which  do  not 
relate  to  the  bonding  program.'  Insofar 
as  the  bonding  requirements  are  con¬ 
cerned,  it  is  questionable,  on  the  basis  of 
the  present  record,  whether  our  full  ap¬ 
proval  is  warranted.7 

The  proposed  bonding  program  for 
IATA  agents  suggests  several  questions: 
What  specific  difficulties,  if  any,  prompt¬ 
ed  the  apparent  need  for  additional 
measures  to  protect  carrier  funds?  As¬ 
suming  such  measures  are  necessary, 
why  was  bonding  selected  over  other 
possible  alternative  procedures?  If 
bonding  represents  the  best  solution, 
what  are  the  merits  of  the  particular  pro¬ 
gram?  Would  it  not  be  preferable,  in 
the  interest  of  economy  and  efficiency, 
to  develop  a  joint  ATC-IATA  bonding 
program? 

In  connection  with  the  foregoing,  we 
recognize  that  the  bonding  program  con¬ 
templated  by  IATA  is  similar  to  that 
established  earlier  by  agreement  among 
the  members  of  ATC.  A  major  benefit 
of  the  ATC  program,  however,  consisted 
of  the  elimination  of  the  subjective  re¬ 
quirement  that  agents  possess  a  satisfac¬ 
tory  credit  standing.  By  contrast,  the 
Board  notes  the  retention  in  the  instant 


*  ASTA’s  comments  raise  a  number  of  ques¬ 
tions  which  the  Board  will  consider  in  light 
of  any  responses  to  this  order.  We  under¬ 
stand  that  such  comments  have  been  served 
upon  members  of  Traffic  Conference  No.  1. 

•The  resolution  retains  a  provision,  sec¬ 
tion  J,  subparagraph  1(f),  subjecting  mem¬ 
bers’  paid  advertising  In  an  agents’  trade 
journal  to  unanimous  approval  by  the  Agency 
Subcommittee.  By  Order  E-19383,  dated 
Marcn  18.  1963,  the  Board  did  not  approve 
the  application  of  this  provision  to  the 
United  States.  Reference  is  also  made  to 
that  portion  of  the  resolution  dealing  with 
commissions  on  transportation  sold  to  an 
agency’s  owners,  employees,  etc.,  section  I, 
subparagraph  4(b).  The  Board’s  views  on 
this  matter  are  as  set  forth  in  Order  E-19876, 
dated  August  2, 1963. 

•It  appears  that  the  bonding  and  non¬ 
bonding  provisions  of  the  resolution  are  not 
inter-related  and  may  be  considered  sep¬ 
arately. 


resolution  of  the  existing  prohibition 
against  approval  of  applicants  showing 
an  unsatisfactory  financial  or  credit 
standing.  In  view  of  the  retention  by 
IATA  of  a  subjective  criterion  of  this 
type,  it  is  questionable  whether  the 
bonding  program  is  actually  to  be  a 
significant  factor  in  the  screening  of 
applications. 

Similarly,  the  ATC  bond  eliminated 
the  requirement  that  agents  maintain 
trust  accounts,  in  handling  airline  funds. 
Such  trust  account  procedure  has  not 
been  an  IATA  requirement;  hence,  there 
is  no  corresponding  offset  in  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  IATA  bond.  In  fact,  there  is 
no  evidence  that  further  precautionary 
measures  are  necessary.  Finally,  in 
weighing  the  significance  of  the  figures 
submitted  by  IATA  as  to  losses  from 
agents’  defaults  as  supporting  the  need 
for  a  bond,  we  must  note  that  no  adjust¬ 
ment  has  been  made  for  subsequent  re¬ 
coveries  to  show  the  actual  net  losses  of 
the  carriers.  Such  net  figures,  in  turn, 
are  not  related  to  IATA  agents’  sales 
volume  for  the  years  shown.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  in  the  absence  of  such  data,  the 
need  for  carrier  protection  is  difficult  to 
evaluate. 

However,  assuming  there  is  a  need  for 
the  bonding  of  IATA  agents,  either  for 
more  protection  or  as  a  substitute  for 
current  subjective  credit  standards,  we 
reach  the  question  of  whether  a  joint 
ATC-IATA  bond  would  be  preferable  to 
an  entirely  separate  IATA  program.  It 
would  appear  that  the  latter  may  cause 
agents  to  maintain  bond  coverage  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  that  required  to  accomplish  the 
intended  objectives,  resulting  In  unneces¬ 
sary  costs  to  the  agency  industry.  For 
example,  an  agent  maintaining  separate 
bonds  in  the  minimum  amount  ($10,000) 
for  both  ATC  and  IATA  may  conceivably 
have  combined  domestic  and  interna¬ 
tional  sales  that  are  substantially  less 
than  the  $20,000  total  of  the  two  bonds.1 
In  this  connection,  the  Board  does  not 
understand  that  an  agency  with  sales 
of  transportation  for  IATA  carriers  of 
less  than  $10,000  per  month  would,  on 
that  account  alone,  represent  an  uneco¬ 
nomic  operation.  Such  a  firm  might  act 
as  agent  for  travel  and  transportation 
interests  unrelated  to  IATA  and  gen¬ 
erate  a  reasonable  profit  margin  on  its 
overall  business.  Nor  would  we  share 
IATA’s  belief  that  a  firm  with  combined 
ATC-IATA  sales  under  $10,000  per 


■Aside  from  the  apparent  excess  bond 
coverage  which  would  result  from  separate 
ATC  and  IATA  programs,  the  same  situa¬ 
tion  may  obtain  to  a  lesser  extent  under 
the  IATA  proposal  alone,  particularly  as  it 
applies  to  agents  with  multiple  branches. 
Thus,  the  head  office  and  each  branch  lo¬ 
cation  must  maintain  a  bond  in  the  mini¬ 
mum  amount  of  $10,000.  It  appears  that 
such  individual  bonds  are  not  combinable 
into  a  single  bond'unless  and  until  the  total 
sales  of  an  agent  with,  for  example,  a  head 
office  and  one  branch  are  such  as  would  re¬ 
quire  a  bond  in  excess  of  $20,000.  Nor  does 
the  resolution  specifically  provide  for  down¬ 
ward  adjustments  in  bonds  above  the  mini¬ 
mum  amount  in  case  of  decreased  sales.  In 
addition  to  comments  on  these  matters,  the 
Board  would  be  Interested  in  receiving 
further  Information  on  the  bases  for  the 
adoption  of  the  $10,000  minimum  and  the 
$60,000  and  $100,000  maximum  bond  limits. 
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month  no  matter  where  located  must 
necessarily  be  considered  unproductive. 
Even  if  this  contention  were  correct, 
however,  it  would  not  appear  to  repre¬ 
sent  an  acceptable  criterion  for  setting 
the  minlTyi1im  amount  of  a  bond. 

While  we  have  no  information  as  to 
the  number  of  IATA  agents  which  would 
qualify  for  the  minimum  $10,000  bond, 
we  recently  received  data  from  ATC  in¬ 
dicating  that  approximately  55  percent 
of  its  bonded  agents  so  qualified.  To  re¬ 
quire  such  agents  to  maintain  an  entirely 
separate  minimum  $10,000  bond  related 
to  IATA  business  may  represent  an  un¬ 
desirable  and  needless  burden  on  agents 
least  able  to  afford  it.  Since  the  ap¬ 
proximately  3,223  agents  holding  both 
IATA  and  ATC  authority  represent  a 
clear  majority  of  the  total  number  of 
agents  in  both  groups,  there  may  be 
overbonding  and  resultant  unjustifiable 
cost  burden  upon  agents  if  the  resolution 
were  implemented  in  its  present  form.8 
The  Board  understands  that  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  a  joint  bonding  program  for  IATA 
and  ATC  has  not  been  formally  dis¬ 
cussed  between  the  two  associations;  that 
there  is  a  degree  of  sympathy  on  the  part 
of  a  number  of  IATA  members  for  a 
joint  bond;  and  that  a  majority,  while 
not  opposed  to  it,  “apparently  holds  the 
view  that  since  the  average  cost  of  an 
international  ticket  is  approximately 
sixteen  times  greater  than  the  average 
cost  of  a  domestic  ticket  (283.00-17.50) , 
it  is  necessary  to  first  obtain  specific 
IATA  experience  in  the  matter  of 
agents’  bonds.”10 

On  the  basis  of  available  information, 
we  are  unable  to  discern  any  reason  why 
a  period  of  experience  with  a  separate 
IATA  bond  would  be  either  necessary  or 
desirable,  particularly  in  view  of  the  ap¬ 
parent  overbonding,  and  resultant 
higher  costs  to  agents.  Similarly,  the 
fact  that  the  average  international  ticket 
has  a  higher  value  than  a  domestic  one 
would  not  appear  to  bar  cooperative  ac¬ 
tion  in  the  bonding  area,  since  the 
amount  of  the  bond  would  not  be  related 
to  such  average  ticket  prices,  but  rather 
to  the  agents’  gross  sales  of  passenger 
transportation  on  behalf  of  IATA  and 
ATC  carriers. 

As  Indicated  above,  the  Board  has  de¬ 
cided  to  defer  further  action  to  afford 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to 
comment  upon  the  questions  raised,  or 
upon  any  other  aspects  of  the  agreement. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  action  on  Agreement  C.A.B. 
17165  be  and  it  hereby  is  deferred; 


•Aside  from  the  problem  of  over-bond¬ 
ing,  there  are  certain  dissimilarities  with  the 
ATC  program.  We  have  already  noted  the 
IATA  requirement  of  a  $10,000  bond  for 
each  agency  location  (subject  to  a  maximum 
of  $100,000),  as  opposed  to  ATC’s  single 
bond  with  a  $50,000  maximum  for  an  entire 
agency  firm.  In  addition,  unlike  ATC,  the 
IATA  program  does  not  permit  bank  travel 
departments  or  agents  with  net  worth  In 
excess  of  $75,000  to  maintain  a  bond  in  the 
minimum  amount.  These  variations  would 
appear  to  pose  certain  additional  costs  for 
IATA  agents  by  comparison  with  the  ATC 
program,  and  the  precise  basis  and/or  justi¬ 
fication  for  such  differing  treatment  is  not 
readily  apparent  to  the  Board. 

50  See  footnote  2,  supra. 


2.  That  any  interested  persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  file  comments  with  respect  to  the 
matters  discussed  in  this  order  shall  file 
such  comments  within  30  days  after  the 
issuance  of  this  order.  Such  comments 
shall  conform  with  the  general  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Board’s  rules  of  practice 
in  economic  proceedings,  and  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Board’s 
Docket  Section;  and 

3.  That  this  order  shall  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-9502;  PUed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  13777;  Order  E-19969] 

JOINT  CONFERENCE  1-2  OF  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT  ASSO¬ 
CIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  30th  day  of  August  1963. 

Agreements  adopted  by  Joint  Confer¬ 
ence  1-2  Qf  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific  com-  < 
modity  rates.  Docket  No.  13777,  Agree¬ 
ment  CA.B.  17232,  Agreement  C.A.B. 
17233,  Rr-1. 

There  have  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412  (a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and  Part 
261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations, 
agreements  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  Joint  Con¬ 
ference  1-2  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA) .  The 
agreements  were  adopted  by  mail  vote 
and  at  the  20th  meeting  of  the  Atlantic 
Specific  Commodity  Rates  Board  held  at 
Paris,  July  2-5,  1963.  The  agreements 
have  been  assigned  the  above-designated 
C.A.B.  Agreement  numbers. 

The  agreements  relate  to  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates.  Insofar  as  air  trans¬ 
portation  is  concerned  it  extends  for  a 
further  period  of  effectiveness  certain 
current  rates;  names  additional  rates 
and  amends  rates  under  existing  descrip¬ 
tions;  cancels  certain  items  and  rates; 
amends  descriptions;  and  names  rates 
under  commodity  descriptions  not  now  in 
effect,  including  salmon,  razor  blades, 
sweaters,  sewing  machine  needles,  cut¬ 
ting  tools,  drinking  and  first-aid  kits  and 
other  kits.  Increases  will  be  effected  on 
shipments  of  furs,  skins  and  pelts  to  and 
from  Beirut,  Cairo,  Damascus  and  Te¬ 
heran.  By  amending  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription  containing  electronic  data 
processing  machine  and  computer  parts 
to  now  include  the  complete  machines 
and  computers,  this  equipment  will  move 
at  significantly  lower  rates  and  the  re¬ 
ductions  will  apply  on  traffic  to  and  from 
the  United  States.  Similarly,  telephone, 
telegraph,  and  teletype  apparatus  and 
parts  will  be  afforded  reduced  rates 
through  its  inclusion  in  the  description 
of  electronic  control  panels  and  parts. 
In  addition,  rates  are  reduced  on  maga¬ 


zines,  periodicals,  books,  and  parts  there¬ 
of  in  certain  markets  to  and  from  the 
United  States  by  the  establishment  of 
additional  weight  breaks. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a),  and  412  of  the  Act,  makes 
the  following  findings: 

1.  The  Board  finds  that,  on  the  basis 
of  all  the  facts  presently  known.  Resolu¬ 
tion  JT12  (Mail  325)  590n,  which  is  in¬ 
corporated  in  Agreement  C.A.B.  17232, 
does  not  affect  air  transportation  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act. 

2.  The  Board  does  not  find  Resolu¬ 
tions  JT12  (Mail  325)  590k  and  JT  12 
(Mail  325)  590m,  which  are  incorporated 
in  Agreement  CAB.  17232,  and  Agree¬ 
ment  C.A3.  17233,  R-l,  promulgated  in 
IATA  Memoranda  JT12/MEET  44  and 
45,  to  be  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or 
in’  violation  of  the  Act,  provided  that 
approval  thereof  is  conditioned  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,' That: 

1.  Jurisdiction  is  disclaimed  with 
respect  to  that  portion  of  Agreement 
C.A.B.  17232  contained  in  Resolution 
JT12  (Mail  325)  590n;  and 

2.  Agreement  CAB.  17233,  R-l,  and 
that  portion  of  Agreement  17232  con¬ 
tained  in  Resolution  JT12  (Mail  325) 
590k  and  JT12  (Mail  325)  590m,  are  ap¬ 
proved,  provided  that  such  approval  shall 
not  constitute  approval  of  the  specific 
commodity  descriptions  contained  there¬ 
in  for  purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agree¬ 
ments,  or  any  interested  person,  may, 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  submit  statements  in 
writing  containing  reasons  deemed  ap¬ 
propriate,  together  with  supporting  data, 
in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
Board’s  action  herein.  An  original  and 
nineteen  copies  of  the  statements  should 
be  filed  with  the  Board’s  Docket  Section. 
The  Board  may,  upon  consideration  of 
any  such  statements  filed,  modify  or  re¬ 
scind  its  action  herein  by  subsequent 
order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  63-9503;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  am.] 


[Docket  No.  13777;  Order  E-19978] 

JOINT  CONFERENCE  3-1  OF  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT  ASSO¬ 
CIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  30th  day  of  August  1963. 

Agreement  adopted  by  Joint  Confer¬ 
ence  3-1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific 
commodity  rates.  Docket  No.  13777, 
Agreement  C.A.B.  17004,  R-8. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu- 


NOTICES 


lations,  an  agreement  between  various  The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
other  carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolu-  promulgated  in  IATA  memoranda, 
tions  of  Joint  Conference  3-1  of  the  In-  names  an  additional  specific  commodity 
ternational  Air  Transport  Association  rate  as  set  forth  below: 

(IATA),  and  adopted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Resolution  590  (Commod¬ 
ity  Rates  Board) . 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  IATA  memoranda, 
names  an  additional  specific  commodity 
rate  as  follows: 

Item  0751 — Ginger.  Rate:  202  cents  per 
kilogram,  minimum  weight  500  kilograms, 
from  Manila  to  New  York. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a),  and  412  of  the  Act,  does 
not  find  the  subject  agreement  to  be  ad¬ 
verse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation 
of  the  Act,  provided  that  approval  there¬ 
of  is  conditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered;  That  Agree¬ 
ment  C.A.B.  17004,  R-8,  be  approved, 
provided  that  such  approval  shall  not 
constitute  approval  of  the  specific  com¬ 
modity  description  contained  therein 
for  purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this  or¬ 
der,  submit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with  the 
Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board  may, 
upon  consideration  of  any  such  state¬ 
ments  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its  action 
herein  by  subsequent  order.. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9504;  Filed.  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  ajn.] 


It  further  appearing  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  May  7,  1963, 
also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his  address 
of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  $  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered,  This  14th  day  of  August 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  $  0.291(b)  (8)  of  Part 
0  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the 
said  licensee  show  cause  why  the  license 
for  the  above-captioned  radio  station 
should  not  be  revoked,  and  appear  and 
give  evidence  in  respect  thereto  at  a 
hearing  to  be  held  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  by  subsequent  order;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Cer¬ 
tified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  to 
the  said  licensee  at  his  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  of  1003  Dearborn  Avenue,  Lawton, 
Oklahoma. 

Released:  August  16,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9511;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:49  ajn.] 


The' Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a),  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  subject  agreement  to  be  adverse 
to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of 
the  Act,  provided  that  approval  thereof 
is  conditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Agree¬ 
ment  C-A.B.  17280,  R-2,  be  approved, 
provided  that  such  approval  shall  not 
constitute  approval  of  the  specific  com¬ 
modity  description  contained  therein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  submit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with 
the  Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board 
may,  upon  consideration  of  any  such 
statements  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its 
action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-9505;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  am.] 


[Docket  No.  15153] 

HOLLIS  M.  FORRESTER 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Hollis  M.  For¬ 
rester,  Lake  Jackson,  Texas,  order  to 
show  cause  why  there  should  not  be 
revoked  the  license  for  radio  station 
WE9875  aboard  the  vessel  “Carleen  F.” 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau, 
under  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain 
alleged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  licens¬ 
ee  at  his  address  of  record  as  follows: 
Official  notice  of  violation  dated  March  8, 
1963,  alleging  violation  of  §§  8.364(a) 
and  8.366(e)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  March  25, 
1963,  also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his 
address  of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered.  This  15th  day  of  August 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  5  0.291(b)(8)  of  Part 
0  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the  said 
licensee  show  cause  why  the  license  for 
the  above-captioned  radio  station 
should  not  be  revoked,  and  appear  and 
give  evidence  in  respect  thereto  at  a 
hearing  to  be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  specified  by  subsequent  order;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Certi- 


[DocketNo.  13777;  Order  E-19975] 

TRAFFIC  CONFERENCE  1  OF  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  AIR  TRAFFIC  ASSOCIA¬ 
TION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  30th  day  of  August  1963. 

Agreement  adopted  by  Traffic  Con¬ 
ference  1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates,  Docket  No.  13777,  Agree¬ 
ment  C.A.B.  17280,  R-2. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions  of  Traffic  Conference  1  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Air  Transport  Association 
(IATA),  and  adopted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Resolution  590  (Commodity 
Rates  Board) . 


[Docket  No.  15155] 

ROBERT  L.  BONNELL 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Robert  L.  Bonnell, 
Lawton,  Oklahoma,  order  to  show  cause 
why  there  should  not  be  revoked  the 
license  for  radio  station  KEG4411  in  the 
Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  un¬ 
der  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appealing  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  li¬ 
censee  at  his  address  of  record  as  follows: 
Official  notice  of  violation  dated  April  19, 
1963,  alleging  the  violation  of  55  19.61 
(a),  (f),  (g),  and  19.62  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 


Agreement 

C.A.B. 

17280 

IATA 

memo¬ 

randum 

Com¬ 

modity 

item 

Rates 

R-2 . 

TC  l/Rates 
1754. 

4700 

64  cents  per  kilo¬ 
gram;  minimum 
weight,  45  kilo¬ 
grams;  Seattle  to 
Mexico  City. 

FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Thursday ,  September  5,  1963 

lied  Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  to 
the  said  licensee  at  his  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  of  107  Southern  Oak  Drive,  Lake 
Jackson,  Texas. 

Released:  August  16,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

ip,R,  DOC.  63-9513;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:49  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  15156] 

FRED  E.  KRUSE 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Fred  E.  Kruse,  Long 
Beach,  California,  order  to  show  cause 
why  there  should  not  be  revoked  the 
license  for  radio  station  KFA-0557  In 
the  Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau, 
under  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
in  connection  with  the  operation  of  the 
above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  li¬ 
censee  at  his  address  of  record  as  follows: 
Official  notice  of  violation  dated  May  22, 
1963,  alleging  violation  of  §  19.33  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  May  28,  1963, 
also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his  address 
of  record ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered.  This  14th  day  of  August 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (8)  of  Part  0 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the  said 
licensee  show  cause  why  the  license  for 
the  above-captioned  radio  station  should 
not  be  revoked,  and  appear  and  give  evi¬ 
dence  in  respect  thereto  at  a  hearing  to 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified 
by  subsequent  order ;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Cer¬ 
tified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  to 
the  said  licensee  at  his  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  of  821%  Daisy,  Long  Beach, 
California. 

Released:  August  16, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple. 

Secretary. 

]F.R.  Doc.  63-9514;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  15152] 

>  CHARLES  D.  PETTIS 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Charles  D.  Pettis,  Las 
Vagas,  Nevada,  order  to  show  cause  why 


there  should  not  be  revoked  the  license 
for  radio  station  KEJ1859  in  the  Citi¬ 
zens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau, 
under  delegated  authority,  having  un¬ 
der  consideration  the  matter  of  certain 
alleged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  licens¬ 
ee  at  his  address  of  record  as  follows. 
Official  notice  of  violation  dated  June  5, 
1963,  alleging  violation  of  §  19.33  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  July  5,  1963, 
also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his  ad¬ 
dress  of  record;  and 
It  further  appearing  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered.  This  14th  day  of  August 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (8)  of  Part  0 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the  said 
licensee  show  cause  why  the  license  for 
the  above-captioned  radio  station  should 
not  be  revoked,  and  appear  and  give  evi¬ 
dence  in  respect  thereto  at  a  hearing  to 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified 
by  subsequent  order;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Certi¬ 
fied  Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  to 
the  said  licensee  at  his  last  known  ad¬ 
dress  of  208  North  Ninth  Street,  Apart¬ 
ment  2,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada. 

Released:  August  16,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9515;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:49  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  15154] 

CHARLES  A.  SCHLICHT 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Charles  A.  Schlicht, 
Encinitas,  California,  order  to  show 
cause  why  there  should  not  be  revoked 
the  license  for  radio  station  11W2882  in 
the  Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau, 
under  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation  of 
the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  li¬ 
censee  at  his  address  of  record  as  follows : 
Official  notice  of  violation  dated  April 
24,  1963,  alleging  violation  of  §  19.33  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  May  1,  1963, 
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also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his  address 
of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  $  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered,  This  14th  day  of  August 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  8  0.291(b)  (8)  or  Part  0 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the  said 
licensee  show  cause  why  the  license  for 
the  above-captioned  radio  station  should 
not  be  revoked,  and  appear  and  give 
evidence  in  respect  thereto  at  a  hearing 
to  be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  by  subsequent  order;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Cer¬ 
tified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested 
to  the  said  licensee  at  his  last  known 
address  of  332  Laveta  Street,  Encinitas, 
California. 

Released:  August  16,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9516;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:49  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  16124;  FCC  63M-938] 

DUTCHESS  COUNTY  BROADCASTING 
CORP.  (WKIP) 

Order  Rescheduling  Prehearing  Con¬ 
ference 

In  re  application  of  Dutchess  County 
Broadcasting  Corporation  (WKIP), 
Poughkeepsie,  New  York,  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit;  Docket  No.  15124,  File  No. 
BP-14824. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  for  con¬ 
sideration  the  request  by  respondent, 
Hudson  Valley  Broadcasting  Corpora¬ 
tion,  for  postponement  to  September  11 
of  the  September  9  date  now  scheduled 
for  a  prehearing  conference  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding; 

It  appearing  that  good  cause  has  been 
shown  for  the  requested  change; 

It  is  ordered.  This  27th  day  of  August 
1963,  that  the  request  is  granted  and  that 
the  prehearing  conference  is  rescheduled 
for  September  11,  1963,  at  9:00  a.m.  in 
the  offices  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Released:  August  28,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9512;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

PENSON  AND  CO.  ET  AL^ 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916  (75  Stat.  763  and  46 
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NOTICES 


U.S.C.  814).  All  parties  involved  are 
eligible  to  operate  as  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  pursuant  to  section 
44  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated,  these 
agreements  are  nonexclusive,  coopera¬ 
tive  working  arrangements. 

Agreement  No.  FF-927  between  Pen- 
son  &  Company,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Q.  E.  Posey  Corp.,  Houston,  Tex.,  is  an 
arrangement  under  which  forwarding 
and  service  fees  will  be  divided  as  agreed 
and  ocean  freight  compensation  shared 
equally  (50  percent/50  percent) . 

Agreement  No.  FF-936  between  Inter- 
american  Forwarding  Corporation,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Jahrett  Shipping, 
Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  is  an  arrangement 
under  which  forwarding  and  service  fees 
will  be  divided  as  agreed  and  ocean 
freight  compensation  shared  equally 
(50  percent/50  percent).. 

Agreement  No.  FF-939  between  Cosdel 
International  Company,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  and  J.  T.  Steeb  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  is  an  arrangement  under 
which  forwarding  and  service  fees  will 
be  divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight 
compensation  will  be  retained  by  the 
originating  party. 

Agreement  No.  FF-928  between  Geo. 
S.  Bush  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Portland,  Oreg., 
and  Dineen  Shipping  Service,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  is  a  working  arrangement  under 
which  forwarding  and  service  fees  will 
be  divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight 
compensation  is  to  be  divided  equally 
only  if  the  amount  exceeds  $1.99  for  the 
performing  forwarder. 

Agreement  No.  FF-831  between  J.  R. 
Michels,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex.,  and  all 
branch  offices,  and  O.  W.  Lochner,  Inc., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  is  a  working  arrange¬ 
ment  under  which  all  forwarding  and 
service  fees  will  be  retained  by  the  party 
performing  the  service.  Ocean  freight 
compensation  will  be  divided  equally  (50 
percent/50  percent)  between  the  parties. 

Agreement  No.  FF-940  between  J.  S. 
Lipinski  Company,  Toledo,  Ohio,  and 
Uno  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
is  an  oral  informal  arrangement  under 
which  J.  S.  Lipinski  Company  will  try  to 
avail  themselves  in  Toledo,  Ohio,  New 
Orleans,  La.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  other 
ports  where  Uno  Shipping  Co.,  Inc., 
maintains  offices.  Uno  Shipping  Co., 
Inc.,  will  try  to  avail  themselves  to  J.  S. 
Lipinski  Company  for  services  on  ship¬ 
ments  through  the  port  of  New  Y  jrk. 

Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  at  the  Commission’s  field 
offices  at: 

45  Broadway 

New  York,  N.Y.  > 

180  New  Montgomery  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Room  333  Federal  Office  Building  South 
600  South  Street 
New  Orleans  13,  La. 

Mall  address: 

Post  Office  Box  30550 
Lafayette  Station 
New  Orleans  30,  La. 


They  may  submit  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  within  twenty  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  written  statements  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  agreement  and  their 
approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  August  30, 1963. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Thomas  Li  si, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-9507;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  ajn.] 


PARTIES  COMPRISING  NORDANA 
LINE 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Modification  of 
Joint  Service  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814) : 

Agreement  8960-1,  between  Skibsakti- 
eselskabet  Varild,  Aksjeselskapet  Marina, 
Aktieselskabet  Glittre,  Dampskibsinte- 
ressentskabet  Garonne,  Aktieselskabet 
Standard,  and  Feamley  &  Egers  Befragt- 
ningsforretning  A/S  (Feamley  Com¬ 
panies),  and  Det  Forenede  Dampskibs- 
Selskab  A/S  (Forenede) ,  parties  to  joint 
service  Agreement  8960,  and  operating 
under  the  trade  name  of  Nordana  Line, 
modifies  the  basic  agreement  to  provide 
for  the  enlargement  of  its  geographical 
scope  and  trades  to  include  the  trades 
between  ports  in  the  United  States  and 
its  districts,  territories  and  possessions 
and  ports  in  Mexico,  Central  America, 
the  Caribbean  Sea,  the  West  Indies,  Co¬ 
lombia,  Venezuela,  British  Guiana,  Suri¬ 
nam,  French  Guiana,  and  ports  in  Brazil 
from  and  including  Recife  to  the  border 
of  French  Guiana,  but  such  trades  shall 
not  include  any  transportation  within 
the  purview  of  the  coastwise  laws  of  the 
United  States. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  of¬ 
fices  of  the  District  Managers  of  the 
Commission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New 
Orleans,  La.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
and  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  August  30. 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[FJL  Doc.  63-9508;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  an.] 


PACIFIC  COAST  EUROPEAN 
CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Pacific 
Coast  European  Conference  (Agreement 
No.  5200)  has  filed  with  the  Commission, 
pursuant  to  section  14b  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  an  application  for  pel-mission 
to  increase  the  spread  between  contract 
and  non-contract  rates  on  cargo  moving 
under  its  exclusive  patronage  (dual  rate) 
contracts  from  that  reflected  in  Con¬ 
ference  Tariff  No.  13  (“Except  as  other¬ 
wise  specifically  provided,  non-contract 
rates  will  be  determined  by  the  addition 
of  15  cents  to  the  contract  rates  shown 
on  a  ‘100#’  basis,  $3.00  to  contract  rates 
shown  on  a  ‘W/M’  basis,  and  $3.35  to 
contract  rates  shown  on  a  ‘2240#’ 
basis”)  to  15  percent  of  the  non-contract 
rates  in  the  trade  from  Pacific  Coast 
Ports  of  the  United  States  and  Canada  to 
ports  of  call  in  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland,  Ire¬ 
land,  the  Scandinavian  Peninsula,  Con¬ 
tinental  Europe,  including  ports  on  and 
in  the  Baltic  and  Mediterranean  Seas,  as 
well  as  the  seas  bordering  thereon  (ex¬ 
cept  the  Black  Sea),  and  French 
Morocco. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  a  copy 
of  the  contract  and  the  application  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  and  at  the  offices  of  the  District 
Managers  of  the  Commission  in  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  and  may  submit  to  the 
Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  within  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  an  original  and  15  copies  of 
written  statements  with  reference  to  such 
application  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  thereof,  together 
with  a  request  for  a  hearing,  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  August  30, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9509;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


U.S.  ATLANTIC  AND  GULf/AUSTRA- 

LIA-NEW  ZEALAND  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  sectidh  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement  No.  6200-7,  between  the 
member  lines  of  the  U.S.  Atlantic  and 
Gulf/Australia-New  Zealand  Conference, 
modifies  the  basic  agreement  of  that  con¬ 
ference,  No.  6200,  as  amended,  to  provide 
that  (1)  any  member  line  operating  from 
Canadian  ports  (excluding  Pacific  Coast 
ports)  to  ports  within  the  scope  of  Agree¬ 
ment  6200  will  observe  any  rate  main¬ 
tenance  agreement  existing  between  the 
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conference  members  and  any  carrier  or 
carriers  operating  from  said  Canadian 
ports  to  ports  within  the  scope  of  Agree¬ 
ment  6200;  (2)  so  long  as  there  is  in 
effect  a  rate  maintenance  agreement,  as 
described  above,  freight  contracts  con¬ 
cluded  by  the  conference  members  will 
include  all  parties  to  such  rate  main¬ 
tenance  agreement  and  will  cover  such 
Canadian  ports  as  well  as  the  United 
States  ports  covered  by  Agreement  6200; 
(3)  in  the  event  of  there  being  no  such 
maintenance  of  rate  agreement  in  effect, 
the  conference  members  will  quote  con¬ 
ference  rates  from  Canadian  ports  to  the 
destinations  covered  by  Agreement  6200, 
provided  however,  that  they  may  take 
independent  action  upon  giving  48  hours 
prior  notice  to  the  conference  secretary 
of  the  rate  or  rates  they  intend  to  quote; 
and  (4)  conference  actions,  other  than 
actions  modifying  the  conference  agree¬ 
ment,  shall  require  two-thirds  assent  of 
all  the  member  lines. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the 
offices  of  the  District  Managers  of  the 
Commission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and 
may  submit  ta  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated;  August  29,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9510;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:48  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CP62-2151 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS 
COMPANY,  INC. 

Notice  of  Motion  To  Amend  Opinion 
and  Order 

August  29, 1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  5,  1963, 
Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Company, 
Inc.  (Kansas-Nebraska) ,  filed  a  “Motion 
to  Amend  Opinion  and  Order”  requesting 
amendment  to  Opinion  No.  389,  Kansas- 
Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  CP62-215,  issued  May  27,  1963. 
Kansas-Nebraska  requests  permission 
(1)  to  connect  to  its  system  two  new 
alfalfa  dehydration  plants  to  be  located 
at  Winside,  Nebraska  and  Sargent,  Ne¬ 
braska  and  (2)  to  construct  10.0  miles  of 
3 -inch  pipeline  and  2.0  miles  of  2-inch 
pipeline  to  serve  Winside  rather  than 
the  12.0  miles  of  2-inch  pipeline  author¬ 
ized  by  Opinion  No.  389.  Further,  Kan¬ 
sas-Nebraska  asks  us  to  provide  that  the 
No.  173 - 4  . 


revenues  to  be  derived  from  the  alfalfa 
plant  sales  are  to  be  excluded  from  the 
calculation  of  the  investment  to  be  made 
by  Kansas-Nebraska  for  lateral  con¬ 
struction. 

Kansas-Nebraska  is  willing  to  provide' 
this  service  if  it  can  be  provided  on  the 
same  terms  as  it  serves  other  such  plants 
in  Nebraska.  These  terms  include  pay¬ 
ment  to  Kansas-Nebraska  by  the  plants 
of  the  cost  of  any  transmission  lateral 
line  required  to  serve  it  and  sales  on  an 
interruptible  basis  at  the  standard  rate 
of  28  cents  per  Mcf.  The  owners  of  the 
proposed  plant  in  Winside  have  agreed 
to  pay  the  increase  in  cost  associated 
with  the  increased  size  which  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  approximately  $20,000.  No 
additional  investment,  other  than  meters 
and  regulators,  is  needed  to  serve  inter¬ 
ruptible  natural  gas  to  the  dehydration 
plant  to  be  built  in  Sargent.  That  cus¬ 
tomer  has  agreed  to  make  a  contribution 
in  aid  of  construction  of  $10,000.  This 
contribution  in  aid  of  construction  will 
be  deducted  from  the  amount  of  con¬ 
tribution  to  be  collected  by  Kansas-Ne¬ 
braska  from  the  other  customers  in  Sar¬ 
gent  and  Comstock. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
September  20,  1963. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-9494;  Filed.  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:47  am.] 


[Project  No.  2367] 

MAINE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License 

August  29,  1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791ar-825r)  by 
Maine  Public  Service  Company  (corre¬ 
spondence  to:  R.  A.  Brown,  Treasurer, 
P.O.  Box  828,  Presque  Isle,  Maine)  for 
license  for  constructed  Project  No.  2367, 
known  as  the  Caribou  Hydraulic  Plant, 
located  on  the  Aroostook  River,  Town¬ 
ship  of  Caribou,  Aroostook  County, 
Maine. 

The  project  consists  of  a  rock-filled 
timber  crib  dam  with  concrete  cap,  14 
feet  high  and  450  feet  long,  and  brick 
and  concrete  powerhouse  containing  two 
water-wheels  of  535  horsepower  each, 
and  two  generators  of  400  kilowatt  ca¬ 
pacity  each. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  of  the  Commission  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10) .  The.  last  day  upon  which  protests 
or  petitions  may  be  filed  is  October  28, 
1963.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9495;  Filed,  Sept.  4.  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI60— 448] 

FRANCO  WESTERN  OIL  CO. 

Order  Substituting  Respondent,  Re¬ 
designating  Proceeding  and  Re¬ 
quiring  Filing  of  Undertaking  To 

Assure  Refund  of  Excess  Charges 

August  27,  1963. 

On  April  16,  1962,  Franco  Western  Oil 
Company  (Franco)  filed  a  motion  to  be 
substituted1  as  respondent  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI60-448.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  its  motion.  Franco  states  that 
pursuant  to  written  consent  from  the 
stockholders  of  McElroy  Ranch  Company 
(McElroy),  the  corporate  name  of  Mc¬ 
Elroy  Ranch  Company  was  changed  to 
Franco  Western  Oil  Company. 

The  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI60- 
448  relates  to  a  rate  increase  filed  by 
McElroy  on  June  1,  1960,  designated  as 
Supplement  No.  2  to  McElroy’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  -Schedule  No.  1.  By  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  issued  June  30, 1960,  the  pro¬ 
posed  increased  rate  was  suspended  and 
allowed  to  become  effective  subject  to  re¬ 
fund  as  of  July  3,  1960.  Franco  did  not 
submit  with  its  motion  to  substitute  an 
agreement  and  undertaking  assuming  all 
obligations  to  make  refund  arising  on  or 
after  the  proposed  increased  rate  became 
effective  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI60-448. 

By  order  issued  May  29, 1963,  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-2813,  et  al..  Franco  was  sub¬ 
stituted  for  McElroy  as  certificate  holder 
in  Docket  No.  G-17022,  which  relates  to 
McElroy’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
1,  and  such  rate  schedule,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  was  redesignated  as  Franco’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  as  sup¬ 
plemented. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  Franco  be 
substituted  as  respondent  for  McElroy  in 
the  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI60-448, 
that  said  proceeding  be  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly,  and  that  Franco  be  required  to 
file  an  appropriate  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  in  Docket  No.  RI60-448. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Franco  Western  Oil  Company  is 
hereby  substituted  as  respondent  in  lieu 
of  McElroy  Ranch  Company  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  NO.RI60-448,  and  said 
proceeding  is  redesignated  accordingly. 

(B)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
the  issuance  of  this  order  Franco  Western 
Oil  Company  shall  execute  and  file  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  an 
agreement  and  undertaking  assuming 
any  and  all  obligations  to  make  refunds 
arising  on  or  after  the  increased  rate 
became  effective,  subject  to  refund,  in 
Docket  No.  RI60-448.  Unless  notified  to 
the  contrary  by  the  Secretary  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  filing,  such  agree¬ 
ment  and  undertaking  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  satisfactory  and  to  have  been  accepted 
for  filing. 

(C)  Franco  Western  Oil  Company 
shall  comply  with  the  refunding  and  re- 


1  Franco’s  Notice  of  Change  in  Corporate 
Name  filed  April  16,  1962  in  Docket  No. 
G-17022  is  construed  as  a  motion  to  have 
Franco  substituted  for  McElroy  in  the  rate 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI60-448. 
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porting  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  Upon  acceptance  of 
the  agreement  and  undertaking  required 
to  be  filed  pursuant  to  Paragraph  (B) 
above,  Franco’s  agreement  undertaking 
shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until 
discharged  by  the  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9462;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 


(Docket  Noe.  CP63-290,  CP63-291] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO.  AND  - 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Applications  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

August  27, 1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25, 1963,  and 
April  29,  1963,  Transwestem  Pipeline 
Company  (Transwestern)  in  Docket  No. 
CP63-290  and  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Northern)  in  Docket  No. 
CP63— 291,  respectively,  filed  applications 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
exchange  of  quantities  of  natural  gas, 
and  the  construction  and  operation  of 
facilities  enabling  such  exchange,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applications 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection.  Trans¬ 
westem  maintains  its  principal  place  of 
business  in  Houston,  Texas,  while  North¬ 
ern’s  principal  place  of  business  is 
located  in  Omaha,  Nebraska. 

The  applicants  state  that  pursuant  to 
an  agreement  dated  April  12,  1963, 
Transwestem  agrees  to  deliver  to  North¬ 
ern  an  average  daily  volume  of  30,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  for  an  initial 
period  of  one  year  with  the  parties  exer¬ 
cising  their  best  efforts  to  increase  such 
average  daily  volume  to  40,000  Mcf  per 
day.  Northern  shall  have  the  option  to 
take  like  volumes  for  an  additional  year 
immediately  following  final  delivery  of 
the  initial  volumes.  Beginning  two 
years  after  date  of  first  delivery  by 
Transwestern,  Northern  will  begin  re¬ 
delivering  volumes  to  Transwestem  in 
the  Permian  Basin  Area.  Redelivery  of 
the  gas  shall  extend  for  as  long  a  period 
as  may  be  required  for  Northern  to  re¬ 
deliver  a  total  volume  of  gas  equal  to  the 
volume  delivered  by  Transwestem.  The 
parties  contemplate  that  the  period  of 
redelivery  will  approximate  the  length  of 
the  delivery  period  from  Transwestem  to 
Northern. 

The  applications  state  that  delivery  to 
Northern  shall  be  at  a  point  where  the 
parties’  existing  lines  cross  in  Hutchinson 
County,  Texas,  and  in  Beaver  County, 
Oklahoma,  and  at  such  other  points 
mutually  desired  by  the  parties.  How¬ 
ever,  since  redelivery  of  exchange  gas  to 
Transwestem  will  not  commence  until 
two  years  after  initial  deliveries  to  North¬ 
ern,  the  operating  characteristics  of  the 
two  pipeline  systems  may  be  somewhat 
different  than  at  the  present  time.  Con¬ 
sequently,  the  most  advantageous  point 


or  points  of  redelivery  have  not  yet  been 
determined.  Northern,  therefore,  re¬ 
quests  authority  to  install  the  necessary 
exchange  facilities  required  at  that  time. 

Transwestern  alleges  that  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  metering  and  related  facilities 
will  cost  an  estimated  $33,780.  Northern 
presently  proposes  to  construct  a  side  tap 
on  its  existing  30-inch  line  in  Hutchin¬ 
son  County,  Texas,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  $1,800. 

These  matters  should  be  heard  on  a 
consolidated  record  and  disposed  of  as 
promptly  as  possible  under  the  applicable 
rules  and  regulations  and  to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  October 
1,  1963,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  applications: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may,  after  a  noncontested  hearing, 
dispose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  §  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  Under  th&  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  ap¬ 
pear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  20,  1963.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefore  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9464;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  am.] 


^  [Docket  No.  E-6751] 

MAINE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  29, 1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  19,  1963, 
Maine  Public  Service  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant)  ,  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Maine  and  doing  business  in  that 
State,  with  its  principal  place  of  business 
at  Presque  Isle,  Maine,  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  in  Docket  No.  E-6751  for  a  supple¬ 
mental  order,  pursuant  to  section  202(e) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  modifying  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  current  authorization  to  trans¬ 
mit  electric  energy  from  the  United 
States  to  Canada. 

By  Commission  order  issued  October 
17,  1957,  in  Docket  Nos.  E-6751  et  al.,  18 
FPC  504,  Applicant  was  authorized  to 
transmit  electric  energy  from  the  United 
States  to  Canada  (1)  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  30,000,000  kwh  per  year  at  a 
maximum  rate  of  transmission  of  20,000 
kw  for  delivery  to  New  Brunswick  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Commission  (New  Brunswick 


Commission) ,  an  instrumentality  of  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick,  Canada, 
over  certain  facilities  of  Applicant 
covered  by  a  Permit  signed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  on  September  18,  1957  (Docket  No. 
E-6752) ;  and  (2)  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  30,000,000  kwh  per  year  for  de¬ 
livery  to  Maine  and  New  Brunswick  Elec¬ 
trical  Power  Company,  Limited  (Cana¬ 
dian  Subsidiary),  a  Canadian  corpora¬ 
tion  wholly  owned  by  Applicant,  without 
limitation  as  to  the  rate  of  transmission 
except  insofar  as  such  transmission  is 
limited  by  the  carrying  capacity  of  the 
facilities  used  therefor,  which  facilities 
of  Applicant  are  covered  by  a  Presiden¬ 
tial  Permit  signed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  on  January  3, 1948  (Docket 
No.  IT-6027),  as  modified  by  Commis¬ 
sion  order  issued  April  4,  1952  (Docket 
No.  E-6409) ,  11  FPC  932.  The  amount 
of  energy  authorized  to  be  exported  by 
Applicant  to  Canadian  Subsidiary  in¬ 
cluded  26,000,000  kwh  per  year  generated 
in  Canada  by  Canadian  Subsidiary  and 
imported  into  the  United  States  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  for  redelivery  to  Canadian  Sub¬ 
sidiary. 

Applicant  now  requests  that  the  au¬ 
thorization  granted  by  Commission  or¬ 
der  issued  October  17,  1957,  referred  to 
above,  be  modified  so  as  to  authorize  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  transmit  electric  energy  from 
the  United  States  to  Canada  (1)  for  de¬ 
livery  to  New  Brunswick  Commission  at 
various  points  on  the  Maine-New  Bruns¬ 
wick  border  where  Applicant  is  presently 
authorized  to  make  deliveries  of  energy 
to  Canadian  Subsidiary;  and  (2)  for  de¬ 
livery  to  Canadian  Subsidiary  under  con¬ 
ditions  differing  from  those  set  forth  in 
the  Commission’s  October  17,  1957,  or¬ 
der.  This  request  is  based  upon  material 
changes  in  conditions  affecting  the  op¬ 
erations  of  Applicant  and  Canadian  Sub¬ 
sidiary  resulting  from  the  expropriation 
of  all  the  distribution  facilities  and  most 
of  the  transmission  facilities  of  Canadian 
Subsidiary  situated  in  New  Brunswick  on 
December  31,  1962,  by  New  Brunswick 
Commission. 

Concurrently  with  the  filing  of  its  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  supplemental  order  in 
Docket  No.  E-6751,  Applicant  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  in  Docket  No.  IT-6027,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Executive  Order  10485,  dated 
September  3,  1953,  requesting  a  fur¬ 
ther  modification  of  the  Presidential  Per¬ 
mit  signed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  on  January  3,  1948,  referred  to 
above,  so  as  to  authorize  Applicant  to 
construct  and  operate  certain  proposed 
facilities  at  the  United  States-Canadian 
border  for  the  transmission  of  electric 
energy  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  to  change  the  character  and  op¬ 
eration  of  certain  existing  facilities  of 
Applicant  covered  by  that  Permit,  and  to 
retire  and  remove  certain  other  existing 
facilities  of  Applicant  also  covered 
by  that  Permit. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  the 
application  filed  in  Docket  No.  E-6751 
should  on  or  before  September  20,  1963 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  a  petition  or  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  The  ap- 
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plication  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.  63-9496;  Piled,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
1  '  8:47  am.] 


[Docket  No.  E-7123] 

PACIFIC  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  Seeking  Author¬ 
ization  To  Assume  Liability 

August  29, 1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  22,  1963 
an  application  was  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  section 
204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  by  Pacific 
Power  &  Light  Company  (Applicant) ,  a 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  Maine  and  doing  busi¬ 
ness  in  the  States  of  Oregon,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Wyoming,  California,  Montana  and 
Idaho,  with  its  principal  business  office 
at  Portland,  Oregon,  seeking  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  assume  liability  as  guarantor  of 
promissory  notes  or  other  evidence  of  in¬ 
debtedness  or  obligations  issued  by  per¬ 
sons  to  commercial  banks  to  finance  costs 
of  constructing  and  installing  extensions 
of  electric  or  water  service  lines  and  costs 
of  acquisition  and  installation  by  cus¬ 
tomers  of  the  Applicant  of  wiring  mod¬ 
ernization  or  improvements  and  wired-in 
electrical  equipment  and  appliances,  the 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  all  such 
obligations  not  to  exceed  $3,000,000  at 
any  one  time. 

The  purposes  of  such  notes  or  obliga¬ 
tions  are  divided  into  three  categories  as 
follows: 

(1)  To  finance  payment  by  property 
owners  to  the  Company  of  part  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  and  installing  ex¬ 
tensions  of  the  Company’s  electric  or 
water  service  lines  required  in  order  to 
supply  adequate  electric  or  water  utility 
service  to  the  properties  of  such  property 
owners  under  circumstances  which  are 
such  that  under  applicable  rules,  regu¬ 
lations  and  tariffs  the  property  owners  or 
other  customers  to  be  furnished  service 
by  the  line  extension  would  be  required, 
as  a  condition  to  obtaining  the  new  serv¬ 
ice,  to  make  an  advance  payment  or  pay¬ 
ments  to  the  Company; 

(2)  To  finance  payment  by  property 
owners  of  the  cost  of  acquisition  and  in¬ 
stallation  in  and  about  houses  and  other 
residential  buildings,  owned  partly  or 
wholly  by  such  owners  and  being  fur¬ 
nished  electric  service  by  the  Company, 
of  wiring  modernization  or  improve¬ 
ments,  or  of  equipment  and  appliances 
for  the  utilization  of  electricity  (of  such 
kind  as  to  necessitate  more  or  less  per¬ 
manent  wiring-in  to  the  structure  or 
other  attachment  to  the  structure  or 
land),  along  with  any  necessary  wiring 
modification  or  changes  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  such  equipment 
and  appliances; 

(3)  To  finance  payment  by  property 
owners  or  their  tenants  of  the  cost  of 
acquisition  and  installation  in  and  about 
buildings  and  structures  used  princi¬ 
pally  for  a  commercial  purpose  or  pur¬ 
poses,  and  to  which  the  Company  at  the 
time  is  furnishing  electric  utility  service 
through  one  or  more  customer  accounts, 


of  wiring  modernization  or  improve¬ 
ments,  or  of  equipment  and  appliances 
for  the  utilization  of  electricity  (of  such 
kind  as  to  necessitate  more  or  less  per¬ 
manent  wiring-in  to  the  structure  or 
other  attachment  to  the  structure  or 
land),  along  with  any  necessary  wiring 
modifications  or  changes  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  such  equipment 
and  appliances; 

The  maximum  liability  to  be  assumed 
with  respect  to  any  such  note,  other 
evidences  of  indebtedness  or  obligation 
for  any  of  the  above  described  purposes, 
shall  not  exceed  $5,000  with  respect  to 
purpose  numbered  (1)  above;  $1,200  for 
purpose  numbered  (2)  above;  and  $2,500 
for  purpose  numbered  (3)  above.  Each 
obligation  made  or  entered  into  for  pur¬ 
poses  numbered  (2)  and  (3)  above  shall 
be  payable  in  monthly  installments 
within  a  term  or  period  not  exceeding 
sixty  (60)  months  from  the  date  it  be¬ 
comes  effective.  Each  obligation  made 
or  entered  into  for  purpose  numbered 
(1)  above  shall  be  payable  in  monthly 
installments  within  a  period  not  exceed¬ 
ing  ten  (10)  years  from  the  date  it  be¬ 
comes  effective.  The  aggregate  prin¬ 
cipal  outstanding  balance  of  all  such 
obligations  for  purposes  numbered  (1) 
above  to  which  the  Company,  at  any  one 
time  shall  assume  liability,  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $2,000,000  and  the  aggregate  prin¬ 
cipal  outstanding  balance  of  all  such  ob¬ 
ligations  for  purposes  numbered  (2)  and 
(3)  above  with  respect  to  which  the  Com¬ 
pany  at  any  one  time  may  assume  lia¬ 
bility,  shall  not  exceed  $1,000,000.  The 
face  amount  of  said  obligations  will  gen¬ 
erally  vary  in  each  case  and  the  total 
amount  outstanding  will  vary  from  time 
to  time,  but  the  aggregate  will  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $3,000,000  at  any  one  time.  The 
date  of  issue  and  the  date  of  maturity 
will  generally  vary  with  each  separate 
obligation. 

Applicant  states  that  the  promissory 
notes  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness 
and  obligations  will  be  executed  from 
time  to  time  by  property  owners  and 
customers  of  the  applicant  to  commer¬ 
cial  banks  for  the  purposes  as  stated 
above  and  that  applicant,  after  satisfy¬ 
ing  itself  as  to  the  financial  responsi¬ 
bility  and  credit  risk  of  such  issues  in 
each  case,  will  guarantee  payment  of 
such  obligations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1963,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  application  is  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-9497;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Project  No.  23821 

UPPER  PENINSULA  POWER  CO. 

-  Notice  of  Application  for  License 

August  29,  1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed 


eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company  (cor¬ 
respondence  to:  J.  H.  Warden,  President, 
Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company,  616 
Sheldon  Avenue,  Houghton,  Michigan) 
for  license  for  constructed  Project  No. 
2382,  known  as  the  Victoria  Project,  lo¬ 
cated  on  South  Branch  of  Ontonagon 
River  and  West  Branch  of  Ontonagon 
River,  in  Ontonagon  and  Gogebic  Coun¬ 
ties,  Michigan,  and  Vilas  County,  Wis¬ 
consin,  in  the  vicinity  of  Bergland,  Cisco 
Lake,  and  Victoria,  Michigan. 

The  project  consists  of:  Cisco  Lake 
Dam — a  wooden  plank  level  control  dam 
(about  21  feet  long  between  concrete 
abutments,  including  a  fish  lock,  and 
about  5  feet  high),  located  on  the  South 
Branch  of  Ontonagon  River  at  the  out¬ 
let  of  Cisco  Lake;  a  reservoir  about 
10,500  acres  in  area  with  about  10,500 
acre-feet  useful  storage  below  elevation 
1,683.51  feet,  msl  (one  foot  above  normal 
low  water)  in  the  upstream  chain  of 
lakes;  Bergland  Dam — a  wooden  plank 
level  control  dam  (about  179  feet  long 
between  concrete  retaining  walls,  in¬ 
cluding  a  fish  ladder,  and  about  4  feet 
maximum  height),  located  on  the  West 
Branch  Ontonagon  River  at  the  outlet 
of  Lake  Gogebic;  a  reservoir  about  14,080 
acres  in  area  with  about  35,200  acre-feet 
below  elevation  1,296.2  feet,  msl  (about 
30  inches  above  normal  low  water) ;  and 
Victoria  Dam  and  Power  House — a  di¬ 
version  dam  located  on  the  West  Branch 
Ontonagon  River  near  Rockland,  in¬ 
cludes  a  concrete  inclined  four-bay  mul¬ 
tiple  arch  dam  (about  300  feet  long  and 
about  115  feet  maximum  height) ;  a 
gated  concrete  spillway  section,  about 
100  feet  long,  on  the  right  bank,  adja¬ 
cent  to  the  dam;  earth  embankments 
(combined  length  about  260  feet)  at 
either  end  of  the  concrete  structures;  a 
reservoir  (Victoria  Intake  Basin)  about 
350  acres  in  area  with  capacity  of  3,500 
acre-feet;  a  pipeline  intake  structure  at 
left  end  of  dam;  a  10  foot  diameter,  wood 
pipeline  about  6,050  feet  long;  a  surge 
tank;  a  10  foot  diameter,  steel  penstock 
about  300  feet  long;  a  powerhouse  con¬ 
taining  two  9,300  hp  turbines,  each  con¬ 
nected  td  a  6000  kw  generator;  a  sub¬ 
station;  and  appurtenant  facilities. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro- 
cedure  of  the  Commission  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10).  The  last  day  upon  which  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  may  be  filed  is  October 
18,  1963.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9498;  v  Filed.  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Project  No.  2086] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  of  Additional  Land  With¬ 
drawal,  California 

August  29, 1963. 

Conformable  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  24  of  the  Act  of  June  10,  1920,  as 
ameifded,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
lands  hereinafter  described,  insofar  as 
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title  thereto  remains  in  the  United  States 
are  included  in  Power  Project  No.  2086 
for  which  completed  application  for 
amendment  of  license  was  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1955,  by  Southern  California  Edi¬ 
son  Company,  Los  Angeles,  California. 
Under  said  section  24  these  lands  are 
from  the  date  of  filing  of  said  applica¬ 
tion,  reserved  from  entry,  location  or 
other  disposal  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  until  otherwise  directed 
by  this  Commission  or  by  Congress. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 

Those  portions  of  the  following  sub¬ 
divisions  lying  within  50  feet  of  the  center 
line  survey  of  the  Warm  Creek  Diversion  as 
delimited  upon  map,  Exhibit  "K”  sheet  4 
(FPC  No.  2086-9) : 

T.  6  S.,  R.  27  E.  (unsurveyed) , 

Sec.  21:  SEV4NEV4; 

Sec.  22:  SW^NWVi.W’/zSW^; 

Sec.  27:  SW^NEft,  N&NWV4,  SE%NW%. 

The  additional  area  reserved  pursuant 
to  the  filing  of  this  application  is  ap¬ 
proximately  19.66  acres,  of  which  ap¬ 
proximately  15.38  acres  have  been  with¬ 
drawn  for  Project  No.  105. 

All  of  the  foregoing  lands  of  the 
United  States  are  within  the  Sierra 
National  Forest. 

Copies  of  the  aforementioned  map. 
Exhibit  “K”  sheet  4  (FPC  No.  2086-9) 
have  been  transmitted  to  the  Forest 
Service,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
and  the  Geological  Survey. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride,  . 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9463;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File  No.  70-4162] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  and  Sale 
of  $18,525,000  Principal  Amount 
of  First  Mortgage  Bonds  at  Compet¬ 
itive  Bidding 

August  29,  1963. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Jersey  Cen¬ 
tral  Power  &  Light  Company  (“JCP&L”) , 
Madison  Avenue  at  Punch  Bowl  Road,  an 
electric  utility  subsidiary  of  General  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Corporation,  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  with  this  Commission,  pursuant  to 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  (“Act”) ,  designating  sections 
6(b)  and  12(c)  thereof  and  Rules  42(b) 
(2)  and  50  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transactions.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application, 
on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Commission, 
for  a^  statement  of  the  transactions 
therein  proposed,  which  are  summarized 
below. 

JCP&L  proposes  to  issue  and  sell,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  competitive  bidding  require¬ 
ments  of  Rule  50  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  $18,525,000  principal  amount  of 

First  Mortgage  Bonds,  _  percent 

Series  due  1993.  The  interest  rate  of 


the  new  bonds  (which  will  be  a  multiple 
of  percent)  and  the  price  (exclusive 
of  accrued  interest)  to  be  paid  by 
JCP&L  for  the  new  bonds  (which  will  be 
not  less  than  100  percent  nor  more  than 
102%  percent  of  the  principal  amount 
thereof)  will  be  determined  by  competi¬ 
tive  bidding.  The  new  bonds  will  be 
dated  October  1, 1963,  are  to  mature  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1993,  and  will  be  issued  under 
and  secured  by  JCP&L’s  Indenture  dated 
as  of  March  1,  1946,  to  First  National 
City  Bank,  Trustee,  and  Indentures  sup¬ 
plemental  thereto,  including  a  Tenth 
Supplemental  Indenture  to  be  dated  as 
of  October  1, 1963. 

The  proceeds  from  the  proposed  sale 
of  the  new  bonds,  to  the  extent  of 
$8,525,000,  will  be  used  for  the  redemp¬ 
tion  of  an  equivalent  principal  amount 
of  outstanding  First  Mortgage  Bonds, 
5%  percent  Series  due  1990  and  the  bal¬ 
ance  will  be  used  to  pay  short-term  bank 
indebtedness  then  outstanding. 

Fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred  by 
JCP&L  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions  are  estimated  to  aggregate 
$72,000  including  printing  and  engraving 
expenses  of  $23,500,  legal  fees  of  $6,250, 
and  accounting  fees  of  $3,500.  The  fee 
and  expenses  of  counsel  for  the  under¬ 
writers,  to  be  paid  by  the  successful 
bidder,  will  be  supplied  by  amendment. 

The  application  further  states  that 
the  issuance  and  sale  of  the  new  bonds 
are  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners 
of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  the  State 
commission  of  the  State  in  which  JCP&L 
is  organized  and  doing  business,  and  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Pennsylvania  Pub¬ 
lic  Utility  Commission,  JCP&L  having 
qualified  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  According  to  the  filing  no 
other  State  commission  and  no  Federal 
commission,  other  than  this  Commission, 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1963,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  in  respect  of  such  mat¬ 
ters,  stating  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reasons  for  the  request,  and  the  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  or  law  which  he  desires  to 
controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  should  a  hearing  thereon  be 
ordered.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed;  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
A  copy  of  such  request  should  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the 
person  being  served  is  located  more  than 
500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  the  applicant,  at  the  above-stated 
address;  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  the  applica¬ 
tion,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended, 
may  be  granted,  as  provided  in  Rule  23 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act;  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  such 
rules  and  regulations,  as  provided  in 
Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof,  or  take 
such  other  action  as  it  deems  appropri¬ 
ate. 


For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[SEAL]  NELLYE  A.  THORSEN, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9470;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[File  No.  70-4163] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  and  Sale 
of  $9,000,000  Principal  Amount  of 
Debentures  at  Competitive  Bidding 

August  29, 1963. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Jersey 
Central  Power  &  Light  Company 
(“JCP&L”),  Madison  Avenue  at  Punch 
Bowl  Road,  Morristown,  New  Jersey,  an 
electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
General  Public  Utilities  Corporation,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed  an 
application  with  this  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
section  6(b)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  50 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transaction.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application, 
on  file  at  the  office  of  the  Commission, 
for  a  statement  of  the  transaction  there¬ 
in  proposed  which  is  summarized  below. 

JCP&L  proposes  to  issue  and  sell,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  competitive  bidding  require¬ 
ments  of  Rule  50  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  $9,000,000  principal  amount  of 

Debentures, _ percent  Series  due  1988. 

The  interest  rate  of  the  debentures 
(which  shall  be  a  multiple  of  %  of  1 
percent)  and  the  price,  exclusive  of  ac¬ 
crued  interest,  to  be  paid  to  JCP&L 
(which  shall  be  not  less  than  100  per¬ 
cent  nor  more  than  102%  percent  of  the 
principal  amount  thereof)  will  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  competitive  bidding. 
The  debentures  will  .ie  issued  under  an 
Indenture  to  be  dated  as  of  October  1, 
1963,  between  JCP&L  and  Irving  Trus^ 
Company,  Trustee. 

The  proceeds  (other  than  premium,  if 
any,  and  accrued  interest)  from  the  sale 
of  the  debentures  will  be  applied  toward 
JCP&L’s  1963  construction  program,  to 
partially  reimburse  JCP&L’s  treasury  for 
expenditures  therefrom  for  that  purpose, 
or  to  pay  short-term  notes  due  banks 
which  were  issued  for  such  purpose. 

Fees  and  expenses  incident  to  the  pro-' 
posed  transaction  are  estimated  as 
follows: 


Filing  fees: 

Board  of  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  the  State  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey _ = _ $3,589 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion _ 927 

Federal  issue  tax _  9,900 

Printing  and  engraving _  27,700 

Legal  fees: 

Alfred  A.  Rochester _  2,125 

Berlack,  Israels  &  Liberman _  4,375 

Ballard,  Spahr,  Andrews  &  Inger- 

soll _ 750 

Accounting  fees:  Lybrand,  Ross  Bros. 

&  Montgomery _  2,  500 

Fees  and  expenses  of  debenture  in¬ 
denture  trustee _ _  5, 500 

Miscellaneous _ ... _ _  3, 634 


Total . 61,000 
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Thursday ,  September  5,  1963 

The  £ees  and  disbursements  of  counsel 
for  the  underwriters,  to  be  paid  by  the 
successful  bidder,  will  be  supplied  by 

amendment. 

The  application  states  that  the  issue 
and  sale  of  the  debentures  are  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Public 
Utility  Commissioners  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  the  State  commission  of  the 
State  in  which  JCP&L  is  organized  and 
doing  business,  and  the  Pennsylvania 
public  Utility  Commission,  JCP&L  hav¬ 
ing  qualified  in  said  State.  It  is  further 
stated  that  no  other  State  commission 
and  no  Federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1963,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed :  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  person¬ 
ally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
the  applicant,  and  proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  contem¬ 
poraneously  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  application,  as 
filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be 
granted  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
general  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as 
provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Nellye  A.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9471;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:45  am.] 


HOUSING  AND  HOME 
FINANCE  AGENCY 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

ACTING  REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATOR, 
REGION  VII  (PUERTO  RICO  AND 
VIRGIN  ISLANDS) 

Designation 

Jose  E.  Febres-Silva,  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel,  Region  VII  (Puerto  Rico  and  Virgin 
Islands),  is  hereby  designated  to  serve 
as  Acting  Regional  Administrator,  Re¬ 
gion  VII,  during  the  present  vacancy  in 
the  position  of  Regional  Administrator, 
Region  VTI,  with  all  the  powers,  func¬ 
tions,  and  duties  delegated  or  assigned  to 
the  Regional  Administrator. 


(62  Stat.  1283  (1949),  as  amended  by  64 
Stat.  80  (1950) ,  12  UJ5.C.  1701c) 

Effective  as  of  August  31, 1963. 

[seal]  Robert  C.  Weaver, 

Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9499;  Filed.  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:47  am.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  860- A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  30,  1963. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below : 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  service  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
’  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  65791.  By  order  of 
August  27,  1963,  Division  3,  Acting  as  an 
Appellate  Division,  approved  the  trans¬ 
fer  to  Steve  Horvath,  Joseph  George 
Horvath  and  Frank  Horvath,  a  partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  Horvath  Bros., 
Kearny,  N.J.  of  Certificates  in  Nos. 
MC  70695,  MC  70695  (Sub  No.  4),  MC 
70695  (Sub  No.  8),  and  MC  70695  (Sub 
No.  15),  issued  September  20,  1945,  July 
26,  1946,  December  6,  1949,  and  June 
19,  1952,  respectively,  to.  Clare  Schnepp, 
Walton,  N.Y.,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of :  Evaporated  milk,  in  containers, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  Chateaugay, 
N.Y.,  to  Bayonne,  Camp  Dix,  Jersey 
City,  and  Newark,  N.J.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y., 
Commercial  Zone;  from  Canton,  N.Y.,  to 
Bayonne,  Jersey  City,  and  Newark,  N.J., 
Boston,  Mass.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial 
Zone ;  pasteurized  cream,  from  Boonville, 
N.Y.,  to  Boston,  Mass.;  evaporated  milk, 
from  Walton,  N.Y.,  to  Hoboken,  Newark, 
Jersey  City,  Paterson,  Passaic,  Bayonne, 
Rutherford,  New  Brunswick,  and  Asbury 
Park,  N.J.,  Bridgeport,  Waterbury,  Stam¬ 
ford,  and  Danbury,  Conn.,  and  points 
in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  zone; 
paper  labels  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to 
Walton,  N.Y.,  milk  sugar,  from  Walton, 
N.Y.,  to  New  York,  N.Y.;  damaged  and 
rejected  shipments,  of  the  3  commodities 
listed  above  from  destination  points  to 
origin  points;  evaporated  milk,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  from  Walton,  Canton,  and 
Chateaugay,  N.Y.,  to  Lynn,  Cambridge, 
Fitchburg,  Springfield,  Worcester,  and 
New  Bedford,  Mass.,  Portsmouth,  N.H., 


Providence,  R.I.,  and  Norwich,  New  Lon¬ 
don,  New  Haven,  New  Britain,  Hartford, 
Meriden,  South  Norwalk,  and  Norwalk, 
Conn.;  from  Walton  and  Chateaugay, 
N.Y.,  to  Boston,  Mass.;  from  Canton  and 
Chateaugay,  N.Y._,  to  Waterbury,  Bridge¬ 
port,  Stamford,  and  Danbury,  Conn.; 
household  goods,  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Fleischmanns,  N.Y.,  and  the 
intermediate  points  of  Pine  Hill,  Shan- 
daken,  Westville,  Lexington,  Hunter, 
Tannersville,  Haines  Falls,  Palenville, 
Saugerties,  Kingston,  Ellenville,  Liberty, 
Monticello,  and  Middletown,  N.Y.,  the 
off-route  points  of  Windham,  Mar- 
garetville,  and  Andes,  N.Y.,  and  the 
intermediate  point  of  Phoenicia,  N.Y., 
with  restrictions;  groceries,  butter,  eggs 
and  perishable  merchandise,  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  Fleischmanns,  N.Y.,  and 
the  intermediate  points  of  Pine  Hill, 
Shandaken,  Westville,  Lexington,  Hunt¬ 
er,  Tannersville,  Haines  Falls,  Palen¬ 
ville,  Saugerties,  Kingston,  Ellenville, 
Liberty,  Monticello.  and  Middletown, 
N.Y.,  and  the  off-route  points  of  Wind¬ 
ham,  Margaretville,  and  Andes,  N.Y., 
restricted  to  delivery  only;  and  the  in¬ 
termediate  point  of  Phoenicia,  N.Y., 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  wine  from  New  York,  N.Y., 
to  Newburgh,  N.Y.;  cauliflower,  from 
Fleischmanns,  N.Y.,  to  Boston,  Mass.; 
coal,  from  Forest  City,  Pa.,  to  Fleisch¬ 
manns,  N.Y.,  with  restriction;  general 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Greene,  Ulster, 
Delaware  and  Sullivan  Counties,  N.Y.; 
and  wooden  pallets,  from  Arkville,  N.Y., 
to  Bayonne,  Clifton,  Elizabeth,  Harrison, 
Jersey  City,  Kearny,  Linden,  Newark, 
Passaic,  Paterson,  and  Ridgefield  Park, 
N.Y.,  Bridgeport,  Hartford,  and  Water¬ 
bury,  Conn.,  and  Port  Chester  and 
Yonkers,  N.Y.  Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y.,  practitioner 
for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9483;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:46  ajn.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

August  30, 1963. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the*  date  of  publication  of  tilts 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long -and -Short  Haul 

•  FSA  No.  38508:  Cotton,  less-than-car~ 
load  to  the  Southwest.  Filed  by  South¬ 
western  Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B- 
8436) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  cotton  (other  than  absorbent,  carded 
or  dyed),  in  less-than-carloads,  from 
points  in  Oklahoma,  to  points  in  Texas. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Short-line  dis¬ 
tance  formula. 

Tariff :  Supplement  156.  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
4268. 
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PSA  No.  38509:  Sulphuric  acid  from. 
Baton  Rouge,  La.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  Agent  (No.  A4369),  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sulphuric  acid, 
in  tank-car  loads,  from  Baton  Rouge,  La., 
to  specified  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
and  Tennessee. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  60  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  Agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-162. 

FSA  No.  38510:  Grains  between  points 
in  Arkansas.  Filed  by  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-8435) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  barley, 
com  (other  than  popcorn) ,  shelled,  milo 
maize,  oats,  rye,  soybeans  and  wheat, 
in  carloads,  between  specified  points  in 
Arkansas,  on  the  lines  of  the  Mo.-Pac. 
RR.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in 
Arkansas,  also  Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the 
other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Carrier  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs:  Supplements  27  and  23  to 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent, 
tariffs  I.C.C.  4413  and  4494,  respectively. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9478;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  MOTOR  CAR¬ 
RIER  INTRASTATE  APPLICATIONS 

August  30, 1963. 

The  following  applications  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  In 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits 
of  the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1962.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  §  1.245  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  April  11,  1963, 
page  3533,  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  protests  and  requests  for  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  the  time  and  place 
of  State  Commission  hearings  or  other 
proceedings,  any  subsequent  changes 
therein',  and  any  other  related  matters 
shall  be  directed  to  the  State  Commis¬ 
sion  with  which  the  application  is  filed 
and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

State  Docket  No.  15361,  filed  August 
21,  1963.  Applicant:  DEWEY  LOWERY, 
JR.,  doing  business  as  LOWERY 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Highway  43 
North,  Fayette,  Ala.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  J.  Douglas  Harris,  413-414  Bell 
Building,  Montgomery,  Ala.  Certificate* 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  (1)  from  Fayette  and  Berry 
Ala.,  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  (2)  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  Fayette  and  Berry 
Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to  Alabama 
Highway  69,  thence  to  Alabama  Highway 
18  to  UJS.  Highway  43,  and  return,  (3) 
from  Birmingham  to  Jasper,  to  Oakman, 
to  Berry,  to  Fayette,  and  return,  serving 


all  intermediate  points  and  the  Police 
Jurisdictions  of  each  and  every  town,  city 
or  municipality.  Applicant  states  pro¬ 
posed  operations  will  be  conducted  over 
regular  routes. 

Information  as  to  date,  time  and  place 
assigned  for  hearing  application,  requests 
for  procedural  information,  including  the 
time  for  filing  protests,  concerning  this 
application  should  be  addressed  to  Orville 
P.  Large,  Secretary,  Alabama  Public  Ser¬ 
vice  Commission,  Post  Office  Box  991, 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  36102,  and  should  not 
be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9479;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Notice  269] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

August  30,  1963. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only,  have 
been  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  under  the  Commission’s 
deviation  rules  revised,  1957  (49  CFR 
211.1(c)(8))  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1 
(d) (4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e))  at  any  time  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
deviation  rules  revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests,  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  13235  (Deviation  No.  3),  CEN- 
TRALIA  CARTAGE  CO.,  650  West  Nole- 
man  Street,  Centralia,  HI.,  filed  June  21, 
1963.  Attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Suite  3600, 
Chicago  2,  HI.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Decatur,  HI.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  Springfield,  Ill.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50  at  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  From 
Chicago,  Ill.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
Bloomington,  HI.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  Sandoval,  HI.;  from  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
Olney,  HI.,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 


No.  MC  52953  (Deviation  No.  4) 
ET&WNC  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  132  Legion  Street,  Johnson  City, 
Tenn.,  filed  August  16,  1963.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  devi¬ 
ation  route  as  follows:  From  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  over  Tennessee  Highway  57  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  128  (near 
Pickwick  Dam),  thence  over  Tennessee 
Highway  128  to  Savannah,  Tenn.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  pertinent  service  routes 
as  follows:  From  Memphis  over  U.S. 
Highway  64  to  Selmer,  Tenn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  Corinth,  Miss., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  72  to  Florence, 
Ala.;  from  Selmer  over  U.S.  Highway  64 
to  Waynesboro,  Tenn.,  thence  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  13  to  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line,  thence  over  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  17  (formerly  Alabama 
Highway  34)  to  Florence,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  52953  (Deviation  No.  5), 
ET&WNC  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  132  Legion  Street,  Johnson  City, 
Tenn.,  filed  August  18,  1963.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Greens¬ 
boro,  N.C.,  over  Interstate  Highway  40 
to  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Greens¬ 
boro  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  29,  near  China 
Grove,  N.C.,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
29,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  29  to  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  74 
to  Asheville,  N.C.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  70  to  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  64  to 
Savannah,  Tenn.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  64  to  Selmer,  Tenn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Memphis,  Tenn., 
thence  over  -U.S.  Highway  70  to  Little 
Rock,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  78632  (Deviation  No.  19), 
HOOVER  MOTOR  EXPRESS  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  450,  Polk 
Avenue,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  filed  August 
22,  1963.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
From  Atlanta,  Ga.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  from 
Birmingham  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to  At¬ 
lanta,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carriers  'of  Passengers 

No.  MC  2890  (Deviation  No.  33), 
AMERICAN  BUSLINES,  INC.,  1805 
Leavenworth  Street,  Omaha  2,  Nebr., 
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filed  August  21,  1963.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
over  deviation  routes  as  follows:  (A) 
From  Princeton,  El.,  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  26  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
80  north  of  Princeton,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  in  an  easterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  55, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
Chicago,  HI;  (B)  from  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  55  and  Illinois  Highway 
83  over  Illinois  Highway  83  to  Hinsdale, 
HI ;  (C)  from  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
ways  55  and  294  over  Interstate  Highway 
294  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  90 
(Congress  Street  Expressway),  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  presently  is  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  From  Chicago 
over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  42-A,  thence  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  42-A  to  junction  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
45,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  La 
Grange,  HI.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
34  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  65,  at 
Naperville,  Ill.,  thence  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  65  to  Aurora,  HI.,  thence  over  Hlinois 
Highway  31  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
34,  thence  over  U.S.'  Highway  34  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  92  (also  over  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
275  at  Glenwood,  Iowa) ;  from  Chicago 
over  U.S.  Highway  34  to  La  Grange;  from 
Aurora,  Ill.,  over  Hlinois  Highway  25  to 
Oswego,  HI.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
34  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  31,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  109598  (Deviation  No.  9), 
CAROLINA  SENIC  STAGES,  217  North 
Converse  Street,  Spartanburg,  S.C.,  filed 
August  19,  1963.  Attorney  Maxwell  A. 
Howell,  1120  Investment  Building,  1511 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington  5,  D.C. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Interstate 
Highway  85  and  South  Carolina  Highway 
129,  over  Interstate  Highway  85  and 
Interstate  Highway  385  to  Greenville, 
S.C.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  -  follows: 
From  junction  U.S.  Highway  29  and 
South  Carolina  Highway  198  over  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  Lyman,  S.C.;  from 
Spartanburg,  S.C.  over  Alternate  U.  S. 
Highway  29  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  east  of  Jackson  Mill,  S.C., 
thence  over  such  unnumbered  highway 
via  Jackson  Mill  to  Lyman,  thence  over 
South  Carolina  Highway  292  to  Duncan, 
S.C.,  thence  over  South  Carolina  High- 
'  way  290  to  Greer,  S.C.-;  and  from  Land¬ 
rum,  S.C.  over  South  Carolina  Highway 
14  via  Gowensville,  S.C.  to  a  point  one 
and  two-tenths  miles  south  of  Gowens¬ 
ville,  thence  over  unnumbered  highways 
via  New  Hope  Church,  Holly  Springs, 
Friendship,  Appalachee  Mill,  and  Greer, 
S.C.,  to  Brushy  Creek  Church,  thence 
over  South  Carolina  Highway  291  to 


Greenville,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9480;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:46  am.] 


[Notloe  668] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

August  30, 1963. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  in¬ 
cluding  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241) 
governing  notice  of  filing  of  applica¬ 
tions  by  motor  carriers  of  property  or 
passengers  or  brokers  under  sections 
206,  209,  and  211  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m.,  U.S. 
standard  time  (or  9:30  a.m.,  local  day¬ 
light  saving  time,  if  that  time  is  ob¬ 
served),  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 
or  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  504  (Sub-No.  61),  filed  August 
13,  1963.  Applicant:  HARPER  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  213  Long  Avenue,  Elberton, 
Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Monty  Schu¬ 
macher,  Suite  693,  1375  Peachtree  Street 
NE.,  Atlanta  9,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cork  and  cork  products,  in  bulk,  in 
van-type  semi-trailers,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  has  existent  au¬ 
thority  lor  transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities  between  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.;  however,  portions  of  the  route 
segments  are  restricted  against  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commodities  in  bulk. 

HEARING:  September  27, 1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  A.  McKiel. 

No.  MC  730  (Sub-No.  224) ,  filed  April 
21,  1963.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  1417  Clay  Street,  Oakland,  Calif. 
Applicant’s  representative:  W.  S.  Pilling, 
P-I-E  Building,  14th  and  Clay  Streets, 
Post  Office  Box  958,  Oakland  4,  Calif. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  articles  of 
unusual  value,  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  between  Salina, 
Utah,  and  Denver,  Colo.,  from  Salina 
over  Utah  Highway  10  to  Price,  Utah, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Denver 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 


HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
New  Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  213,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  730  (Sub-No.  225) ,  filed  May 
3,  1963.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  1417  Clay  Street,  Oakland,  Calif. 
Applicant’s  attorney :  W.  S.  Pilling,  P.I.E. 
Building,  Post  Office  Box  958,  14  and 
Clay  Streets,  Oakland  4,  Calif.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Walsenburg,  and  La  Junta,  Colo.,  from 
Walsenburg,  over  Colorado  Highway  10 
to  La  Junta  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  and  with  service  at  Walsen¬ 
burg,  and  La  Junta,  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv-’ 
Ice  will  be  restricted  to  traffic  moving  be¬ 
tween  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  or 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
New  Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  126,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  730  (Sub-No.  232) ,  filed  August 
20,  1963.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  1417  Clay  Street,  Oakland,  Calif. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Petro¬ 
leum  and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Imperial,  Calif.,  and 
points  within  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Yuma  and  Maricopa  Counties, 
Ariz.,  and  Ports  of  Entry  on  the  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico  located  at  or 
near  Andrade,  Calexico,  Tecate  and  San 
Ysidro,  Calif.,  and  (2)  rejected  and  con¬ 
taminated  shipments  from  the  destina¬ 
tion  territory  specified  above,  to  points 
in  Los  Angeles  and  Orange  Counties, 
Calif. 

HEARING:  September  27,  1963,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  47,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  3094  (Sub-No.  14)  (CORREC¬ 
TION),  filed  July  3,  1963,  published  in 
Federal  Register  issue  July  24,  1963,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  SERVICE  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  Atlantic  Avenue,  Lawnside,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Clarence  D.  Todd, 
1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington 
36,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pulp- 
board,  fibreboard  boxes,  and  paper  and 
paper  products  (except  printing  and  fine 
papers) ,  from  Spotswood,  N.J.,  to  points 
in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  New  Hamp- 
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shire,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Maine,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Vermont,  Connecticut,  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  machinery, 
materials  and  supplies  used  and  useful  in 
the  manufacturing,  packing  and  ship¬ 
ping  of  the  above  described  commodities, 
on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  limited  to  a  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  to  be  performed  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Inland  Container 
Corporation.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  show  the  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts  of  Inland  Container  Corporation,  for 
which  applicant  Will  be  performing  its  serv¬ 
ice,  Inadvertently  omitted  from  previous 
publication. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1963,  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner  Samuel 
C.  Shoup. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  141)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  June  28,  1963,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  July  24,  1963, 
amended  August  26,  1963,  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  amended  this  issue.  Applicant: 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue, 
Detroit  9,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Howell  Ellis,  Suite  616-618  Fidelity 
Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  prepared  foods, 
from  Seabrook,  N.J.,  and  points  in  At¬ 
lantic,  Camden,  Cumberland,  Gloucester 
and  Salem  Counties,  N.J.,  to  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  refused  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return. 

Note:  The  proposed  operation  will  be  for 
the  purpose  of  Joinder  with  existing  au¬ 
thority  of  applicant  In  its  Certificate  MC 
10761  and  sub  numbers  thereunder  so  as  to 
provide  a  direct  single  line  service  from  Sea- 
brook,  N.J.,  to  all  points  and  places  which 
applicant  Is  presently  authorized  to  serve 
under  Its  existing  authority  In  Certificate 
MC  10761  and  sub  numbers  thereunder.  The 
purpose  of  this  republlcatlon  is  to  Include 
the  additional  origin  points  of  New  Jersey 
counties. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1963,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.(  before  Examiner  H.  Reece 
Harrison. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  144) ,  filed  July 
15,  1963.  Applicant:  TRANSAMERI¬ 
CAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1700  North 
Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit  9,  Mich.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Howell  Ellis,  Suite 
616-618  Fidelity  Building,  111  Monument 
Circle,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  Commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing),  between  New  Milford,  and  Bridge¬ 
port,  Conn.,  serving  New  Milford,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  presently  authorized  regular  route 
operations  between  Bridgeport,  Conn., 
and  New  York,  N.Y. 


HEARING:  November  4,  1963,  at  the 
Bond  Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  18088  (Sub-No.  29),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1962.  Applicant:  FLOYD  & 
BEASLEY  TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  8,  Sycamore, 
Ala.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  W. 
Cooper,  507-509  Title  Building,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  unusu¬ 
al  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Sylacauga,  Talladega,  Childers- 
burg  and  Sycamore,  Ala.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  Anniston,  Ala.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and 
points  in  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  October  7,  1963,  at  the 
Public  Health  Building,  Sylacauga,  Ala., 
before  Examiner  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  19778  (Sub-No.  56),  filed 
August  7,  1963.  Applicant:  THE  MIL¬ 
WAUKEE  MOTOR  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  a  corporation.  Room 
508,  Union  Station  Building,  Chicago  6, 
Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  F. 
Munsell  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Electrical 
transmission  line  towers  and  parts 
thereof,  and  commodities  which  are  used 
or  useful  in  the  erection,  construction, 
and  maintenance  of  a  power  transmis¬ 
sion  line,  including  conductors,  insula¬ 
tors,  static  i Dire,  and  cable  but  not  lim¬ 
ited  thereto,  between  Chamberlain, 
Mitchell,  Oacoma,  Reliance,  Kennebec, 
Presho,  Draper,  Mur  do,  Oakton,  Stam¬ 
ford,  Kadoka,  Interior,  Imlay,  Scenic, 
Creston*  Caputa  and  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak., 
Stegall,  Gering,  Northport  and  North 
Platte,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Stanley,  Haakon, 
Pennington,  Meade,  Custer  and  Fall 
River  counties,  S.  Dak.,  and  points  in 
Dawes,  Sioux  and  Scotts  Bluff  Counties, 
Nebr. . 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  September  25,  1963,  at  the 
South  Dakota  Public  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion,  Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  184. 

No.  MC  20091  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1963.  Applicant:  JOHN  H.  Mc- 
CLURE,  26  East  Main  Street,  Annville, 
Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Bag¬ 
gage,  express  and  newspapers,  between 
points  in  tfie  Township  of  Annville 
(Lebanon  County) ,  Pa.,  (2)  newspapers, 
from  Lebanon  (Lebanon  County) ,  Pa.,  to 
points  within  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  (3) 
Sunday  newspapers,  from  Harrisburg 
(Dauphin  County) ,  Pa.,  to  Lebanon  and 
the  village  of  Mt.  Gretna  (Lebanon 
County) ,  Pa.,  and  points  located  on  U.S. 
Highway  422,  between  Harrisburg  and 
Lebanon,  Pa. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1963,  at  the 
Pennsylvania  Pubnc  Utility  Commission, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  A.  Lane 
Cricher. 


No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  95),  filed  July 
31,  1963.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  301  Highway 
North,  Dade  City,  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  1815  H  Street 
NW„  Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  (1)  from 
points  in  Camden,  Salem,  Atlantic, 
Gloucester  and  Cumberland  Counties! 
N.J.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  Baltimore,  Md! 
and  Wilmington,  Del.,  to  points  in  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Connecticut,  Michigan, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Kansas,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  Minnesota,  Indiana,  Florida,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Maryland,  Ohio,  New  York,  South 
Carolina,  Wisconsin,  Kentucky,  Texas, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Louisiana  and  West  Virginia,  and 
(2)  from  Montezuma,  Ga.  to  points  in 
New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Ohio,  Kansas 
and  Texas. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  96),  filed  July 
31,  1963.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  301  Highway 
North,  Dade  City,  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney  :  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  1815  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  ,  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Frozen  foods,  from  Doyles- 
town  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  Brad- 
dock,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Texas,  Indiana,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Florida,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Missouri,  Michigan,  Kentucky 'Ten¬ 
nessee,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  New  York, 
Wisconsin,  Pennsylvania,  and  Oklahoma. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  26161  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  April 
25,  1963.  Applicant:  GLENN  BLANK, 
doing  business  as  G  AND  E.  TRUCK 
LINE,  Joes,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Einar  Viren,  904  City  National  Bank 
Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) ,  between  Joes,  Colo.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  Lincoln  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  St.  Joseph,  Carthage,  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  points  in  Kansas. 

HEARING:  October  29,  1963,  at  the 
New  Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  52) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1, 1963.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER, 
INC.,  Rural  Delivery  3,  Chambersburg, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  Street,  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alu¬ 
minum  furniture,  wooden  furniture,  re¬ 
lated  padding,  wooden  toys,  wooden 
gates,  ironing  tables  and  clothes  dryers, 
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(1)  from  Wellsville  and  Whitesville, 
NY  to  points  in  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Iowa,  Missouri  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin  and  (2)  from  Newburgh,  N.Y.  to 
points  in  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Kentucky, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Wisconsin,  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  October  18,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Charles  J.  Murphy. 

No.  MC  29934  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  July 
16,  1963.  Applicant:  LO  BIONDO 

BROTHERS  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  18,  Bridgeton,  N.J.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  LeRoy  Danziger,  334 
King  Road,  North  Brunswick,  N.J.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Garments,  on 
hangers  and  in  primary  boxes,  in  bun¬ 
dles  and  in  containers,  from  Bridgeton, 
N.J.,  to  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  and  plants, 
warehouses  or  storage  places  which  are 
now  or  hereafter  may  be  operated  by,  or 
in  behalf  of,  McGregor  Doniger  Inc.,  its 
affiliated  or  subsidiary  companies,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Lackawanna,  Luzerne,  Wyom¬ 
ing,  Columbia,  Monroe,  Pike,  Wayne, 
Susquehanna,  Sullivan,  Bradford,  North¬ 
umberland,  Schuylkill,  Lehigh,  and 
Northampton  Counties,  Pa.,  and  returned 
or  rejected  shipments,  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  21,  1963,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark  2,  N.J.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  30837  (Sub-No.  294) ,  filed  July 
25,  1963.  Applicant:  KENOSHA  AUTO 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  4519 
76th  Street,  Kenosha,  Wis.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  1903  N.  Street 
NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Motor  vehicles,  in  initial 
movements  by  the  driveaway  and  truck- 
away  method,  from  Denton,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  those 
in  Hawaii). 

HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  116),  filed 
June  30,  1963.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  218,  Sumner,  Iowa.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat  and  packing¬ 
house  products  as  described  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Appendix  1, 61  M.C.C.  209,  and 
766,  from  Luverne,  Minn.,  and  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  is  restricted  to  traffic  from  Sioux  City 
originating  at  the  plant  site  of  Sioux  City 
Dressed  Pork  Company,  and  moving  in  mixed 
loads  with  traffic  originating  at  Luverne, 
Minn. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  31600  (Sub-No.  549),  filed 
July  31,  1963.  Applicant:  P.  B.  MU- 
TRIE  MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  Calvary  Street,  Waltham,  Mass. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr., 
Transportation  Building,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper 
vehicles,  from  Wallingford,  Conn.,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Office  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  41404  (Sub-No.  39),  filed  July 
15,  1963.  Applicant:  ARGO-COLLIER 
TRUCK  LINES  CORPORATION,  Post 
Office  Box  151,  Fulton  Highway,  Martin, 
Tenn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  dairy 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meatpacking  houses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from 
points  in  Minnesota,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Mississippi,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  “restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  said  commodities  in  liquid  and 
bulk,  in  bulk  or  tank  vehicles.” 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  Miami,  Fla.,  before 
Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  41404  (Sub-No.  40) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1963.  Applicant:  ARGO-COL¬ 
LIER  TRUCK  LINES  CORPORATION, 
Post  Office  Box  151,  Fulton  Highway, 
Martin,  Tenn.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Bananas,  from  Mobile,  Ala.  and  New 
Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Ala¬ 
bama  (except  Montgomery) ,  Florida  (ex¬ 
cept  Pensacola),  Georgia  (except  At¬ 
lanta  and  points  within  fifteen  (15)  miles 
of  Atlanta) ,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Ohio,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  eliminate  Gulfport,  Miss, 
as  a  gateway  point  in  the  operations  from 
Mobile,  Ala.  and  New  Orleans,  La. 

HEARING:  October  25,  1963,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  600  South  Street, 
New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner  Jerry 
F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  44513  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
19,  1963.  Applicant:  MATCO  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  195  Colden  Street, 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
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Arthur  J.  Piken,  160-16  Jamaica  Avenue, 
Jamaica  32,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment)  be¬ 
tween  Jersey  City,  South  Kearny,  Ho¬ 
boken  and  North  Bergen,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey. 

Note:  Applicant  states  “proposed  opera¬ 
tion  to  be  restricted  to  traffic  having  an  im¬ 
mediately  prior  or  subsequent  move  via  rail 
or  truck.” 

HEARING:  November  8,  1963,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  50493  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1963.  Applicant:  PAUL  J.  MIL¬ 
LER,  Rural  Delivery  No.  1,  Orefield,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  A.  E.  Enoch, 
Brodhead  Block,  556  Main  Street,  Beth¬ 
lehem,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  in  bulk, 
from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Gen¬ 
esee,  Madison,  Onondaga,  Ontario, 
Wayne  and  Wyoming  Counties,  N.Y., 
and  (2)  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials, 
in  bags  and  in  packages  and  in  bulk,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Cattarau¬ 
gus,  Delaware,  Greene,  Orange,  and 
Steuben  Counties,  N.Y. 

Note:  Applicant  also  has  pending  applica¬ 
tion  for  contract  carrier  authority  in  MC 
115859  Sub  1;  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  30,  1963,  at  the 
Bellevure  Stratford  Hotel,  Broad  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  52458  (Sub-No.  174)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  May  23,  1963,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  August  14,  1963, 
amended  August  20,  1963,  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  amended  this  issue.  Applicant: 

T.  I.  McCORMACK  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  U.S.  Route  9,  Woodbridge,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Chester  A.  Zyblut, 
1000  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vegetable,  animal,  fish  and  sea  animal 
and  mineral  oils,  and  products,  blends 
and  derivatives  thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  (a)  between  Boonton,  N.J.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois,  and  Indiana,  and  (b)  from 
points  in  Ohio,  to  Boonton,  N.J. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  limit  the  transportation  service  sought  to 
movements  of  commodities  as  shown  above 
“in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles”. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1963,  at  The  U.S.  Army  Re¬ 
serve  Building,  30  West  44th  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner  Walter  R. 
Lee. 

No.  MC  52458  (Sub-No.  177) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1963.  Applicant:  T.  I.  McCOR¬ 
MACK  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 

U. S.  Route  No.  9,  Woodbridge,  N.J.  Ap- 
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plicant’s  attorney:  Chester  A.  Zyblut, 
1000  Connecticut  Avenue  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Palm 
oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio  to  points  in 
Hudson  County,  N.J. 

HEARING:  October  23,  1963,  at  the 
Office  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  William  E.  Messer. 

No.  MC  52458  (Sub-No.  179) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1963.  Applicant:  T.  I.  McCOR- 
MACK  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  U.S.  Route 
No.  9,  Woodbridge,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1000  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue  N.W.,  Washington  6,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Niagara 
Falls  and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island 
and  Wisconsin,  and  rejected  shipments, 
on  return. 

HEARING:  October  1,  1963,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Hugh  M.  Nicholson. 

No.  MC  54891  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1963.  Applicant:  GEORGE  E. 
BURKHOLDER,  31  Broad  Street,  New- 
ville  (Cumberland  County) ,  Pa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  John  McCrea,  Newville, 
Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  between  points  in  the  Bor¬ 
ough  of  Newville  and  the  Townships  of 
West  Pennsboro,  Newton,  Upper  Mifflin, 
Lower  Mifflin,  Penn,  Upper  Frankford, 
and  Lower  Frankford  (Cumberland 
County) ,  Pa. 

HEARING:  October  25,  1963,  at  the 
Pennsylvania  Public  Utility  Commission, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  A. 
Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  12),  filed  April 
21,  1963.  Applicant:  K  &  A  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  7308  Elm  Street,  Betten¬ 
dorf,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Mack 
Stephenson,  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Springfield,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Agricultural  implements,  agri¬ 
cultural  machinery,  agricultural  tractors, 
and  parts  thereof,  from  Rock  Island, 
Moline  and  East  Moline,  HI.,  and  Daven¬ 
port  and  Bettendorf,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  Nebraska  and  South  Dakota, 
and  (2)  agricultural  implements,  agri¬ 
cultural  machinery  and  agricultural 
tractors,  from  Rock  Island,  Moline  and 
East  Moline,  HI.,  and  Davenport  and 
Bettendorf,  Iowa,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota. 

Note:  In  reference  to  (1)  above,  applicant 
states  it  presently  holds  the  authority  as 
sought  herein.  Joining  at  the  common  point 
of  Ida  Grove,  Iowa,  requiring  operation 
through  Ida  Grove  as  a  gateway.  Applicant 
is  regularly  tacking  this  authority  to  other 
authorities  presently  held  between  points  in 
Wisconsin  and  Illinois  to  a  ten  mile  radius 
in  Moiine  to  originate  traffic  in  these  States. 
Applicant,  therefore,  will  not  accept  a  tack¬ 
ing  restriction  to  this  grant  of  authority. 
Applicant  seeks  to  eliminate  the  require¬ 
ment  of  traveling  through  Ida  Grove.  In 


reference  to  (2)  above,  applicant  states  it 
presently  holds  the  authority  as  sought  here¬ 
in,  joining  at  the  common  point  of  Kewanee, 
Ill.,  requiring  operation  through  Kewanee,  as 
a  gateway.  Applicant  seeks  to  eliminate  the 
requirement  of  traveling  through  Kewanee. 
In  reference  to  (1)  and  (2)  above  applicant 
agrees  that  any  rights  granted  herein  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more  than  a 
single  operating  right  and  shall  not  be  sev¬ 
erable  from  the  underlying  authority  which 
it  was  granted  by  sale  or  otherwise. 

HEARING:  October  30,  1963,  at  the 
Conrad  Hilton  Hotel,  Chicago,  Ill.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  July 
29,  1963.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  385,  Collinsville,  Va.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Spencer  T.  Money,  Mills 
Building,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XHI, 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  including  com¬ 
pounded  oils  and  greases,  in  packages 
and  containers,  from  St.  Marys,  W.  Va., 
to  Guntersville,  Ala.,  and  rejected  and 
returned  shipments  of  the  above  speci¬ 
fied  commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  17,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  72235  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  April 
24,  1963.  Applicant:  JOHN  F.  IVORY 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  8035  Woodward, 
Detroit  2,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Walter  N.  Bieneman,  One  Woodward 
Avenue,  Suite  1700,  Detroit  26,  Mich., 
and  Arthur  P.  Boynton,  2850  Penobscot 
Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ore¬ 
gon,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  November  4,  1963,  at  the 
Detroit-Leland  Hotel,  Detroit,  Mich.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  O’D  Moran  for  ap¬ 
plicant’s  presentation  only. 

No.  MC  76032  (Sub-No.  178),  filed 
March  14,  1963.  Applicant:  NAVAJO 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205  South 
Platte  River  Drive,  Denver  23,  Colo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  O.  Russell  Jones, 
Post  Office  Box  1437,  Santa  Fe.  N.  Mex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  refrigeration, 


those  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading) ,  serving  the  plant  site  of  Acad- 
emy  Industries  located  at  or  near  Sando¬ 
val,  N.  Mex.,  approximately  seven  (7) 
miles  northwest  of  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex., 
as  an  off -route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular-route  op- 
erations. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  4,  1963,  at  the 
New  Mexico  State  Corporation  Commis¬ 
sion,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  87,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives 
its  right  to  participate  before  Examiner 
Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  77202  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  July 
31,  1963.  Applicant:  CAPITOL  TRAN¬ 
SIT  &  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  509  Wethers- 
field  Avenue,  Hartford,  Conn.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  school  furniture,  un¬ 
crated  and  unwrapped,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Westfield  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  Westfield,  Mass.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  and  refused,  damaged 
and  rejected  shipments  of  commodity 
specified,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
Bond  Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  22,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  June 
3,  1963.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  &  NE¬ 
BRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  900  Mon¬ 
roe  Avenue  NW.,  Grand  Rapids  2,  Mich. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  from  Denison,  Iowa  to  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  points  in  the  lower  peninsula  of 
Michigan  and  points  in  Ohio  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  224. 

HEARING:  October  23,  1963,  in  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  Fifth  and 
Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before 
Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  89300  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  August 
12,  1963.  Applicant:  JOHN  S.  MARVIN 
AND  LEONA  MARVIN,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  J.  S.  MARVIN  BUILD¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  34  Central  Avenue, 
Mansfield,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  E.  Farr,  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Mansfield,  Pa.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Fertilizer,  from  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y.,  to  the  site  of  the  J.  S.  Marvin 
Building  Co.  Warehouse,  Mansfield,  Pa., 
and  (2)  uncoated  stone,  amiesite,  sand, 
uncoated  gravel  and  coated  gravel,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Chemung  and  Steuben 
Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Bradford,  Tioga,  and 
Potter  Counties,  Pa. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1963,  at  the 
Pennsylvania  Public  Utility  Commission, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  A. 

T.onn  Pripbpr 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  422),  filed 
June  7,  1963.  Applicant:  ELDON  MIL¬ 
LER,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  617,  Kan- 
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as  city  41,  MO.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Colorado,  Iowa,  and  North 
Carolina,  to  Turner,  Kans. 

HEARING:  October  29,  1963,  at  the 
Pickwick  Motor  Inn  (Park  East  Hotel) , 
McGee  and  10th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo  before  Examiner  James  Anton. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
May  7,  1963.  Applicant:  BONNEY 

MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  12388,  Thomas  Corner  Station,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Harry 
C.  Ames,  Jr.,  Transportation  Building, 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  Appendix 
I,  parts  A  and.  C,  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from 
Luveme,  Minn.,  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Restric¬ 
tion:  Service  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  shall 
be  restricted  to  the  pickup  of  traffic  at 
the  plant  sites  of  Sioux  City  Dressed 
Pork  Company  to  move  in  mixed  loads 
with  traffic  originating  at  Luverne,  Minn. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  110),  filed 
June  10,  1963.  Applicant:  BONNEY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  12388,  Thomas  Comer  Station, 
Norfolk,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr.,  Transportation 
Building,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  opefate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  dairy  products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meatpacking 
houses,  as  described  in  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  766,  from 
Iowa  Falls,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Maryland,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  MC-F-8427  to  operate  Nelms  Motor 
Line,  Inc. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1963,  in  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth 
and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  474)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT)  ,  filed  October  25, 1962,  published 
in  Federal  Register  issue  of  December 
5,  1962,  amended  May  22,  1963,  and  re¬ 
published  as  amended  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
Albany  Road,  Thomasville,  Ga.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Duane  W.  Acklie,  Box 
2028,  Lincoln  Nebr.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat  and  packinghouse 
products,  as  described  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  Appendix  I,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from 
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Luveme,  Minn.,  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Tex¬ 
as,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Washington,  D.C.  Restriction:  The 
service  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  will  be  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  movement  of  traffic  from 
the  plant  site  of  Sioux  City  Dressed  Pork 
Company  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
traffic  originating  at  Luverne,  Minn. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  change  the  commodity  description  and 
to  broaden  the  territorial  description  as 
shown  above,  and  to  set  forth  new  hearing 
information. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  534),  filed 
June  7,  1963.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  H.  Blackshear,  Gainesville,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts,  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  from  points  in  Nebraska, 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
and  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Hotel  Sheraton  Fontenelle,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  544);  filed 
July  31,  1963.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  J.  Augello,  Jr.,  2  West  45th 
Street,  New  York  36,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  (1)  from 
points  in  Camden,  Salem,  Atlantic, 
Gloucester  and  Cumberland  Counties, 
N.J.,  and  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  Wilmington,  Del.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  California,  Connecticut,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  and  (2) 
Montezuma,  Ga.,  to  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Dallas,  Amarillo,  and  Lubbock,  Tex. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Office  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  545),  filed 
July  31,  1963.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  J.  Augello,  Jr.,  2  West  45th 
Street,  New  York  36,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Doyles- 
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town  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Brad- 
dock,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Massachusetts,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Colorado,  Utah,  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon,  Louisiana,  and  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  101075  (Sub-No.  81),  filed 
April  21,  1963.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  1215  Center  Avenue,  Moor¬ 
head,  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ron¬ 
ald  B.  Pitsenbarger  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
cement,  in  bulk  and  in  packages,  from 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and 
points  within  30  miles  of  each,  to  points 
in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Iowa,  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan, 
and  Minnesota. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  September  20,  1963,  at 
Room  401  Old  Federal  Office  Building, 
Fifth  and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  before  Examiner  Charles  W. 
Murphy. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  148),  filed 
June  26,  1963.  Applicant:  WALKER 
HAULING  CO.,  INC.,  340  Armour  Drive 
NE.,  Atlanta  24,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  R.  J.  Reynolds,  Jr.,  Suite  403-411 
Healey  Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  in  bulk, 
in  tank,  hopper  and  dump  type  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Colquitt  County,  Ga., 
(except  Moultrie,  Ga.,  and  points  within 
(3)  three  miles  of  Moultrie),  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Florida  and  South  Carolina. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  25,  1963,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  149)  (COR¬ 
RECTION)  ,  filed  July  26, 1963,  published 
issue  of  August  21, 1963,  and  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
WALKER  HAULING  CO.,  INC.,  340  Ar¬ 
mour  Drive  NE.,  Atlanta  24,  Ga.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  R.  J.  Reynolds,  Jr., 
Suite  403-411  Healey  Building,  Atlanta 
3,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Packing¬ 
house  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  applicant’s  name. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1963,  at  the  Dinkier- Andrew 
Jackson  Hotel,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  8. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  258),  filed 
May  17,  1963.  Applicant:  PETROLEUM 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369  Mar- 
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garet  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  710  At¬ 
lantic  Bank  Building,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk 
and  in  bags,  (1)  from  points  in  Georgia, 
to  points  in  Georgia,  (2)  from  points  in 
Florida,  to  points  in  Florida,  (3)  from 
points  in  South  Carolina,  to  points  in 
South  Carolina  and  (4)  from  points  in 
North  Carolina,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  au¬ 
thority  will  be  restricted  to  shipments  hav¬ 
ing  a  prior  movement  by  raU  and/or  water. 

HEARING:  October  25,  1963,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  261) 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  June  21,  1963, 
published  in  Federal  Register  issue  of 
August  14,  1963,  amended  August  20, 
1963,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  PETROLEUM  CAR¬ 
RIER  CORPORATION,  369  Margaret 
Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Atlantic  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Jacksonville  2, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sodium 
silicate  and  potassium  silicate,  from 
points  in  Bartow  County,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennes¬ 
see. 

Note:  Hie  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  change  the  origin  point  “from  Carters- 
ville,  Ga.”  to  “from  points  in  Bartow  County, 
Ga.”  and  to  advance  the  hearing  date  from 
September  24  to  September  11. 

HEARING:  September  11, 1963,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Alvin  H.  Schutrumpf. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  265),  filed 
August  5,  1963.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  710 
Atlantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erated  cis  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Clay  slurry,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Twiggs  County,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Florida. 

HEARING :  October  24,  1963,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  103880  (Sub-No.  296),  filed 
August  11,  1963.  Applicant:  PRO¬ 

DUCERS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  224  Buf¬ 
falo  Street,  New  Buffalo,  Mich.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Phosphatic  fertilizer  solu¬ 
tions  (not  including  phosphoric  acid) ,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Trenton, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and 
Ohio. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  J.  Thomas  Schneider. 


No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  266),  filed 
August  14,  1963.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  At¬ 
lantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jackson¬ 
ville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sand, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Clay  and  Putnam 
Counties,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Georgia. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1963,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  105500  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
August  9,  1963.  Applicant:  HARRY 
HOLCK,  489  Riverside  Avenue,  Ruther¬ 
ford,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  August 
W.  Heckman,  297  Academy  Street,  Jersey 
City  6,  N.J.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Or¬ 
ganic  coatings  in  containers  from  Hunt¬ 
ington,  Long  Island,  N.Y.,  to  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  oper¬ 
ation  will  be  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  the  American  Can  Company 
and  will  be  limited  to  traffic  having  a  subse¬ 
quent  move  via  truck  or  freight  forwarder  in 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce. 

HEARING:  October  21, 1963,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark  2,  N.J.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  91).  filed 
May  17,  1963.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299  Northwest 
23d  Street,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  R.  Marlane  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  dairy  products  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meatpacking  houses  as  described 
in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
points  in  Nebraska  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Hotel  Sheraton  Fontenelle,  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska,  before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  95),  filed 
June  28,  1963.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299  Northwest 
23d  Street,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Foodstuffs,  candy  and  con¬ 
fectionery,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  and  New  Jersey,  to  points  in 
Florida,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
and  Louisiana. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  30,  1963,  at  the 
Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  Miami,  Examiner 
John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  102),  filed 
August  27,  1963.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299  Northwest 
23d  Street,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Authority 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  from  Albany  and  Holley,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania! 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir- 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  September  19, 1963,  at  the 
Governor  Clinton  Hotel,  31st  and  7th 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Frank  J.  Mahoney. 

No.  MC  105886  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
July  31,  1963.  Applicant:  MARTIN 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  East  Poland  Avenue, 
Bessemer,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  1515  Park  Building, 
Pittsburgh  22,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refractory  products,  limited  to  high 
temperature  bonding  mortar,  magnesite 
and  dolomite,  lime  and  lime  products, 
and  limestone  and  limestone  products, 
from  New  Beaver  Borough,  Lawrence 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
empty  containers  incidental  to  the  out¬ 
bound  transportation  described  above,  on 
return. 

HEARING:  October  18,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Donald  R.  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  214),  filed 
May  17.  1963.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  North 
Sheridan,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Golf  cars  and  utility  power  trucks, 
designed  for  specialized  golf  course  turf 
maintenance,  from  Fowler,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

HEARING:  November  5,  1963,  at  the 
Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  Anton. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  May 
1,  1963.  Applicant:  RIGGS  FOOD  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  West  Monroe  Street,  New 
Bremen,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Herbert  Baker,  50  West  Broad  Street, 
Columbus  15,  Ohio,  and  Carroll  V.  Lewis, 
Third  Floor,  Ohio  Building,  Sidney,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209,  frozen  foods, 
canned  foods  and  cured  meats,  in  mixed 
and  straight  shipments,  from  Chicago, 
HI.,  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and 
points  in  Eau  Claire,  Barron,  Green,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Wood,  and  Brown  Counties,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  (not  specified)  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  above  described  commodities,  on 
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rptum  Restrictions:  (1)  Shipments 
from  Chicago,  Ill.,  are  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  requiring  prior  pickup  at  one  or 
more  of  the  other  named  origin  points. 
(2)  Shipments  from  St.  Paul  and  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  are  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  requiring  additional  pickups  at 
one  or  more  points  in  Eau  Claire,  Bar¬ 
ron,  Green,  Columbia,  Wood,  and  Brown 
Counties,  Wis. 

HEARING :  October  31,  1963,  at  the 
Conrad  Hilton  Hotel,  Chicago,  HI.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  271),  filed 
May  31,  1963.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC,  Post  Office 
Box  65,  Allapattah  Station,  Miami  42, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier ,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  dairy 
products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meatpacking  homes  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles)  from  points 
in  Nebraska,  and  Mitchell,  S.  Dak,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
and  South  Carolina. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  no  duplicating 
authority  is  sought. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Hotel  Sheraton  Fontenelle,  Omaha, 
Nebr,  before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  278),  filed 
July  19,  1963.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC,  Post  Office 
Box  65,  Allapattah  Station,  Miami  42, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  points  in  Palm  Beach  Coun¬ 
ty,  Fla,  to  points  in  Georgia. 

HEARING:  October  29,  1963,  at  the 
Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  Miami,  Fla.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  483),  filed 
July  30,  1963.  Applicant:  E.  BROOKE 
MATLACK,  INC,  33d  and  Arch  Streets, 
Philadelphia  4,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Phosphatic  fertilizer  solutions  (not 
including  phosphoric  acid),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Trenton,  Mich,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana  and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  J.  Thomas  Schneider. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  485) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1, 1963.  Applicant:  E.  Brooke  Mat- 
lack,  Inc,  33d  and  Arch  Streets,  Phila¬ 
delphia  4,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  Ashtabula,  Ohio 
to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  October  18,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  William  J.  O’Brien,  Jr. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  279),  filed 
April  24,  1963.  Applicant:  RUAN 

TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  408 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Southeast  30th,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  H.  L.  Fabritz,  Post 
Office  Box  855,  Des  Moines  4,  Iowa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo,  to 
points  in  Wyoming. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  23,  1963,  at  Room 
1620,  New  Federal  Building,  1520  Market 
Street.  St.  Louis,  Mo,  before  Examiner 
James  Anton. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  451),  filed 
August  6, 1963.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO,  INC,  290  Uni¬ 
versity  Avenue  SW,  Atlanta  10,  Ga.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  Suite 
214-217  Grant  Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Citrus  products 
(not  canned  and  not  frozen) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Dallas  and  San  Antonio,  Tex,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Virginia. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  8,  1963,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  107698  (Sub-No.  31) ,  filed  July 
29,  1963.  Applicant:  BONANZA,  INC, 
Post  Office  Box  5526,  Southeast  28th 
and  Sooner  Road.  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  H.  Joyce,  26 
North  College,  Fayetteville,  Ark.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  (1) 
from  points  in  Louisiana  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana,  Utah,  and 
Idaho,  and  (2)  from  points  in  Louisiana 
to  points  in  Washington  and  Oregon 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  drop 
shipments  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the 
same  time  with  a  shipment  or  shipments 
moving  from  Louisiana  to  the  destina¬ 
tions  shown  in  (1)  above. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  600  South  Street, 
New  Orleans,  La,  before  Examiner  Jerry 
F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  71) ,  filed  May 
14,  1963.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 

MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO,  a  corporation. 
Post  Office  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Max  G.  Morgan,  450 
American  National  Building,  Oklahoma 
City  2,  Okla.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Explosives,  blasting  materials,  supplies 
and  agents,  (1)  between  Louviers,  Colo, 
and  points  within  five  (5)  miles  thereof, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Texas,  New  Mexico,  Arizona, 
Wyoming,  Montana,  Oklahoma,  Ne¬ 
braska,  South  Dakota,  California,  Utah, 
Idaho,  Nevada,  Kansas,  and  Du  Pont, 
Wash.;  and  (2)  between  Barksdale,  Wis. 
and  points  within  three  (3)  miles  thereof, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Wyoming,  Texas,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  and  Colorado. 

HEARING;  November  6,  1963,  at  the 
New  Mexico  State  Corporation  Commis- 
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sion,  Santa  Fe.,  N.  Mex.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  109599  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  July 
5,  1963.  Applicant:  HOMER  BENNETT,' 
doing  business  as  HOMER  BENNETT 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  800  Allen 
Street,  Post  Office  Box  543,  Clovis,  N. 
Mex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Donovan  N. 
Hoover,  Post  Office  Box  897,  Santa  Fe, 
N.  Mex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Retired 
railway  cars,  from  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  and 
points  within  5  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  Dallam,  Sherman,  Hansford,  Ochil¬ 
tree,  Lipscomb,  Hemphill,  Roberts, 
Hutchinson,  Moore,  Hartley,  Oldham, 
Potter,  Carson,  Gray,  Wheeler,  Collings¬ 
worth,  Donley,  Armstrong,  Randall,  Deaf 
Smith,  Parmer,  Castro,  Swisher,  Bris¬ 
coe,  Hall,  Childress,  Cottle,  Motley,  Floyd, 
Hale,  Lamb,  Bailey,  Cochran,  Hockley, 
Lubbock,  Crosby,  Dickens,  King,  Stone¬ 
wall,  Kent,  Garza,  Lynn,  Terry,  Yoakum, 
Gaines,  Dawson.  Borden,  Scurry,  Fish¬ 
er,  Jones,  Taylor,  Nolan,  Mitchell,  How¬ 
ard,  Andrews,  and  Martin  Counties,  Tex. 

HEARING:  November  5,  1963,  at  the 
New  Mexico  State  Corporation  Commis¬ 
sion,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex/,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  33,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate  before 
Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  109708  (Sub-No.  30) ,  filed  July 
24.  1963.  Applicant:  ERVIN  J.  KRAM¬ 
ER,  doing  business  as  MARYLAND 
TANK  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  401 
Highland  Street,  Frederick,  Md.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  Trans¬ 
portation  Building,  Washington  6,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Wine, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  from 
Petersburg,  Va.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Maryland,  New  York,  Illinois,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Ohio,.  Florida,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  (b)  from 
Chicago,  HI.,  to  Canandaigua,  N.Y.,  and 
Petersburg,  Va.  (2)  Grape  juice,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Westfield, 
N.Y.,  to  Petersburg,  Va.  (3)  Grape 
juice  and  wine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Paw  Paw,  Mich.,  to  Canandaigua, 
N.Y.,  and  Petersburg,  Va. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  110098  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
June  12,  1963.  Applicant:  ZERO  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES,  a  corporation, 
815  Merida  Street,  Station  A,  Box  7249, 
San  Antonio  7,  Tex.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from  points  in 
Texas,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Montana, 
Nevada,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  October  31,  1963,  at  the 
Granado  Hotel,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  110098  (Sub-No.  35) ,  filed  July 
5,  1963.  Applicant:  ZERO  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  LINES,  a  corporation,  815  Merida 
Street,  Station  A,  Box  7249,  San  Antonio. 
Tex.,  78207.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  from  Poncha- 
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toula.  La.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Nevada, 
Utah,  Idaho,  Montana,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Granado  Hotel,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  110193  (Sub-No.  51),  filed 
June  7,  1963.  Applicant:  SAFEWAY 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  4625  West  55th 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  dairy  products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meatpacking  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A,  B,  C,  and  D  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  from  points  in  Saunders 
County,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Massachusetts, 
Maine,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maryland,  and 
Delaware,  and  to  those  points  in  Ohio 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  20  extending  from 
the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  40,  to  those  points  in 
Indiana  south  of  U.S.  Highway  20  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Indiana-Hlinois  State 
line  to  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  and 
on,  north,  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  52 
between  the  Indiana-Hlinois  State  line 
and  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  extending  between  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  and  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line, 
and  to  Chicago,  HI.,  and  Washington, 
D.C.  ' 

HEARING:  October  31,  1963,  at  the 
Hotel  Sheraton  Fontenelle,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  334) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1963.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  339, 
Burlington,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Charles  W.  Singer,  33  North  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago  2,  HI.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer,  fertilizer  ingredients,  and 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper- 
type  vehicles,  from  Cordova,  HI.,  and 
points  within  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Michigan, 
Nebraska,  Kentucky,  Kansas,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  15,  1963,  at  the 
Conrad  Hilton,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  W.  Elliott  Nefflen. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  590) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1963.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  A.  Jas- 
kiewicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washington 
4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper 
vehicles,  from  Wallingford,  Conn.,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia, 
Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 


HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  591),  filed 
August  2,  1963.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  A.  Jaskie- 
wicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Phosphatic  fer¬ 
tilizer  solutions  (not  including  phos¬ 
phoric  acid),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Trenton,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Hlinois, 
Indiana,  and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  J.  Thomas  Schneider. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  91),  filed 
June  3,  1963.  'Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  New  Quincy  Road, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Sol  H.  Proctor,  1730  Lynch  Building, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Clays,  sand  and  fuller’s  earth,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Decatur  County,  Ga.,  and 
Gadsden  County,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. . 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  23) ,  filed  May 
20,  1963.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  220  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  A.  Landau,  1307 
East  Walnut,  Des  Moines  16,  Iowa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  byproducts,  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  commodities  distributed  by 
meat-packinghouses,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  768,  from 
Iowa  Falls,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  H- 
linois,  Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1963,  in  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth 
and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer, 

No.  MC  113388  (Sub-No.  54),  filed 
July  31,  1963.  Applicant:  LESTER  C. 
NEWTON  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  Post  Office  Box  265,  Bridgeville, 
Del.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  J. 
Augello,  Jr.,  2  West  45th  Street,  Lew 
York  36,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  Camden,  Salem,  At¬ 
lantic,  Gloucester,  and  Cumberland 
Counties,  and  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  Wilmington,  Del.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 


York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  113388  (Sub-No.  55),  filed 
July  31,  1963.  Applicant:  LESTER  C. 
NEWTON  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  Post  Office  Box  265,  Bridgeville, 
Del.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  J. 
Augello,  Jr.,  2  West  45th  Street,  New 
York  36,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Frozen  foods,  from  Doylestown  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Braddock,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Massachusetts,  and  Rhode 
Island. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  ftt  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  54),  filed 
August  8,  1963.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  770  East  51st  Avenue,  Denver, 
Colo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  and  exempt  commodities,  when 
moving  in  the  same  vehicle  with  regu¬ 
lated  commodities,  from  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  points  in  Bucks  County,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Hlinois,  Utah,  Arizona,  California,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Washington,  and  Wyoming,  and  to 
Omaha  and  Gering,  Nebr. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  31,  1963,  at  the 
Bellevue  Stratford  Hotel,  Broad  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  124),  filed 
June  13.  1963.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  MPO 
Box  706,  706  West  Tampa,  Springfield, 
Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Turner 
White,  m,  805  Woodruff  Building, 
Springfield,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar  and  vinegar  stock,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Washington  to  points  in 
Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Missouri. 

HEARING :  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
Pickwick  Motor  Inn  (Park  East  Hotel) , 
McGee  and  10th  Streets,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  before  Examiner  James  Anton. 

No.  MC  114004  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
April  12,  1963.  Applicant:  CHANDLER 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  8828  New 
Benton  Highway,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Watercraft,  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  22  feet  in  length,  and  water¬ 
craft  accessories,  from  Grabill  and  Syra¬ 
cuse,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii, 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Conrad  Hilton  Hotel,  Chicago,  HI.,  before 
Examiner  James  OT).  Moran. 
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No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  117),  filed 
August  9,  1963.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
COLD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
5842,  Dallas,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Candy  and  confectionary  products, 
from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Kansas,  Oklahoma.  Missouri,  and  Texas. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Exami¬ 
ner  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  52)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  June  30,  1963,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  August  21,  1963, 
amended  August  20,  1963,  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  amended  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  TRUCK  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  707 
Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  fertilizer 
ingredients,  and  chemicals,  from  Cor¬ 
dova,  Ill.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republlcation  is 
to  delete  “in  bulk”  as  shown  in  previous 
publication  and  to  Include  Wisconsin  as  an 
additional  destination  state. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned,  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1963,  at  the  Conrad  Hilton,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  before  Examiner  W.  Elliott 
Nefflen. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  145) 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  August  8,  1963, 
published  Federal  Register  August  21, 
1963,  and  amended  August  26,  1963  and 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  COLONIAL  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1215  Bank- 
head  Highway  West,  Post  Office  Box 
2169,  Birmingham,  Ala.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  dairy  products,  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  and 
such  commodities  as  are  used  by  meat 
packers  in  the  conduct  of  their  business 
when  destined  to  and  for  use  by  meat 
packers,  as  described  in  sections  A,  B,  C, 
and  D,  Appendix  1  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  and  frozen  foods,  (1)  between 
points  in  Loudon  County,  Tenn.,  and 
points  in  Gordon  County,  Ga.,  and  (2) 
between  points  in  Loudon  County,  Tenn., 
and  points  in  Gordon  County,  Ga.,  on  the 
one  hand  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Tennessee,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Kentucky,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Michigan,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
Delaware,  Washington,  D.C.,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  and  Maine. 

Not*:  The  purpose  of  this  republlcation 
is  to  add  one  (1)  above.  ' 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned 
September  9,  1963,  at  680  West  Peach¬ 
tree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alvin  H.  Schutrumpf . 


No.  MC  115873  (Sub-No.  8).  filed  July 
30,  1963.  Applicant:  HAROLD  WAG¬ 
GONER  ft  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  103 
Westminster,  Collinsville,  HI.  Appli¬ 
cant's  attorney:  Paul  Coyle,  5631  Utah 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  15,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Wisconsin,  to  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  Mo. -East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  Room 
1620,  New  Federal  Building,  1520  Market 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  before  Examiner 
James  Anton. 

No.  MC  116063  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1963.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  2400  Cold 
Springs  Road,  P.O.  Box  7346,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Reagan  Say¬ 
ers,  Century  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth  2, 
Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Fer¬ 
tilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  liquid  fer¬ 
tilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  anhydrous  am¬ 
monia,  in  bulk  and  feed  grade  urea,  from 
Kerens,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  New 
Mexico,  and  (2)  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials,  from  Gainesville,  Pittsburg, 
and  Vernon,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  New 
Mexico,  and  rejected  and  damaged  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  5,  1963,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  116144  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1963.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  W. 
SORENSEN,  doing  business  as  SOREN¬ 
SEN  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
Amity  Street,  Bethany,  Conn.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  in 
bulk,  and  fertilizer,  in  bags,  from  Car¬ 
teret,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Franklin  and 
Hampshire  Counties,  Mass. 

HEARING:  November  8,  1963,  at  the 
Bond  Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  116144  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1963.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  W. 
SORENSEN,  doing  business  as  SOREN¬ 
SEN  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
Amity  Street,  Bethany,  Conn.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  (1)  from  Cambridge  and  North 
Weymouth,  Mass.,  and  Carteret,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  (2)  from  Carteret, 
N.J.,  to  points  in  Berkshire  and  Hamp¬ 
den  Counties,  Mass.,  (3)  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  points  in  Tolland,  New  Haven, 
Windham,  New  London,  Fairfield,  Litch¬ 
field,  and  Hartford  Counties,  Conn.,  (4) 
from  Cambridge,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Tol¬ 


land  County,  Conn.,  (5)  from  Lebanon, 
Pa.,  to  Wethersfield  and  Woodbridge, 
Conn.,  and  (6)  from  Wilmington,  Del.,  to 
points  in  New  Haven,  Hartford,  Wind-^ 
ham,  and  New  London  Counties,  Conn. 

HEARING:  November  8,  1963,  at  the 
Bond  Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  116503  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1963.  Applicant:  BENJAMIN 
R.  SCHOLL,  M.  R.  No.  1,  Fifth  Street, 
Perkasie,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
Harry  J.  Liederbach,  539  Street  Road, 
Southampton,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Stone,  gravel,  and  soil,  from  points 
in  Bucks  County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  and  sand,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
Bellevue  Stratford  Hotel,  Broad  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before 
Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  116544  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
August  19,  1963.  Applicant:  WILSON 
BROTHERS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  700 
East  Fairview  Avenue,  Carthage,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorneys:  Harry  Ross,  War¬ 
ner  Building,  Washington  4,  D.C.,  and 
Robert  R.  Hendon,  4000  Tunlaw  Road 
NW.,  Washington  7,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  dairy  products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A,  B  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee, 
and  commodities,  exempt  from  regula¬ 
tion  under  section  203(b)  (6) ,  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  26,  1963,  at  the 
Dupont  Plaza  Hotel,  300  Biscayne  Boule¬ 
vard,  Miami,  Fla.,  before  Examiner  Lyle 
C.  Farmer. 

No.  MC  116544  (Sub-No.  39),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  19,  1963.  Applicant:  WILSON 

BROTHERS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  700 
East  Fairview  Avenue,  Carthage,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorneys:  Harry  Ross,  War¬ 
ner  Building,  Washington  4,  D.C.,  and 
Robert  R.  Hendon,  4000  Tunlaw  Road 
NW.,  Washington  7,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  dairy  products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A,  B  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  and  Minnesota,  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
and  Arkansas,  and  commodities,  exempt 
from  regulation  under  section  203(b)  (6) , 
on  return. 

HEARING:  October  10,  1963,  at  the 
Conrad  Hilton,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  W.  Elliott  Nefflen. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  36) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1963.  Applicant:  CARL  SUB- 
LER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  North  West 
Street,  Versailles,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
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by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  points 
in  Maine,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  District  of  Columbia  and 
Kansas  City,  Kans. 

HEARING:  September  23,  1963,  at  the 
U.S.  Army  Reserve  Building,  30  West 
44th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Ex-  • 
aminer  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  97),  filed 
July  29,  1963.  Applicant:  WILLIS 

SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm 
Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fay¬ 
etteville,  Ark.,  and  A.  Alvis  Layne, 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  Wilmington, 
Del.,  Philadelphia  and  Doylestown,  Pa., 
Jersey  City  and  Braddock,  N.J.,  and 
points  in  Camden,  Cape  May,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Gloucester,  Monmouth,  and  Salem 
Counties,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Ohio, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  October  9,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Edith  H.  Cockrill. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  99),  filed 
August  4,  1963.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm 
Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorneys : 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fay¬ 
etteville,  Ark.,  and  A.  Alvis  Layne, 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  (1)  from  points  in  Louisiana,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana, 
Utah,  and  Idaho,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
Louisiana,  to  points  in  Washington  and 
Oregon,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
,  of  drop  shipments  in  the  same  vehicle 
and  at  the  same  time  with  a  shipment 
or  shipments  moving  from  Louisiana  to 
the  destination  shown  in  (1)  above,  and 
exempt  commodities,  on  return  in  (1) 
and  (2). 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building  600  South  Street, 
New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  109),  filed 
August  16, 1963.  Applicant:  THE  MAX¬ 
WELL  CO.,  10380  Evendale  Drive,  Cin¬ 
cinnati  15,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Herbert  Baker  and  James  R.  Sti verson, 
50  West  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15, 
Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  to  St.  Paul,  Minn. 


HEARING:  September  23,  1963,  in 
Room  393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Courthouse,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner 
Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  117547  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
April  30,  1963.  Applicant:  BELL 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1222 
Jerome  Avenue,  Bronx  52,  New  York, 
N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  George  H. 
Rosen,  291  Broadway,  New  York  7,  N.Y. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passenger 
motor  vehicles,  in  driveaway  method,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Florida. 

HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  117557  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  May 
1,  1963.  Applicant:  MATSON,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  .43,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  A. 
Landau,  1307  East  Walnut  Street,  Des 
Moines  16,  Iowa:  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Self -unloading  bulk  material  trail¬ 
ers,  in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway 
service,  and  self -unloading  material 
bodies,  from  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Hawaii,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Washington,  Wyoming, 
and  Utah) . 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  in  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth 
and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  27) ,  filed  May 
22,  1963.  Applicant:  RAYMOND  C. 
HIRSCHBACH,  doing  business  as 
HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR  LINES,  3324 
UJ3.  Highway  75  North  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  Max  Harding, 
Post  Office  Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat  and  packing¬ 
house  products,  as  described  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Appendix  I,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
from  Luveme,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana.  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
U.S.  Courtrooms,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  117766  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  April 
12,  1063.  Applicant:  R  &  S  BROKER¬ 
AGE  COMPANY,  Post  Office  Box  1027, 
5508  Guadalupe  Trail  NW.,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
dough  and  frozen  pies,  (1)  from  Anaheim 
and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Durango,  Colo., 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  and 
El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  (2)  from  Seattle, 
Wash.,  to  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.,  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  Durango, 
Colo. 

HEARING:  November  4,  1963,  at  the 
New  Mexico  State  Corporation  Commis¬ 


sion,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  117883  (Sub-No.  24) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1963.  Applicant:  SUBLER 

TRANSFER,  INC.,  East  Main  Street, 
Versailles,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Maine, 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,'  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
District  of  Columbia,  and  Kansas  City, 
Kans. 

HEARING:  September  23,  1963,  at  the 
U.S.  Army  Reserve  Building,  30  West  44th 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  117898  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  April 
24,  1963.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  EARN¬ 
HARDT,  doing  business  as  EARNHARDT 
TRANSPORT,  Post  Office  Box  376,  Salis¬ 
bury,  N.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Lumber  (except  plywood  and  veneer), 
(a)  from  points  in  South  Carolina  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  52  from  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  to  Charleston,  S.C.,  thence  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  17  to  the  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  Augusta,  Ga., 
and  points  in  Georgia  within  25  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  27,  and  points  in 
North  Carolina,  Virginia,  Kentucky, 
West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Missouri,  Michigan, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
Connecticut,  (b)  from  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
15  and  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  601, 
to  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  27,  and  points  in  North 
Carolina,  Virginia,  Kentucky,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Ohio,  Missouri,  Michigan,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
Connecticut,  and  (c)  from  points  in 
Ohio,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  and  West  Virginia,  to  points  in 
Virginia  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  29, 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  27,  points  in  North  Carolina, 
and  Sumter  and  Spartanburg,  S.C.,  and 
(2)  grain  and  grain  products,  from  points 
in  Michigan,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Indiana,  and 
Kentucky,  to  points  in  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Florida. 

HEARING:  October  21,  1963,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Armin  G. 
Clement. 

No.  MC  117941  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1963.  Applicant:  W.  A.  JONES. 
2228  Park  Lake  Drive,  Waco,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  (1)  from 
Houston,  Tex.  to  Waco,  Tex.;  from  Hous¬ 
ton  over  U.S.  Highway  290  to  Hempstead, 
Tex.;  thence  over  Texas  Highway  6#  to 
Waco,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and  (2) 
from  Galveston,  Tex.  to  Waco,  Tex.; 
from  Galveston  over  UJS.  Highway  75  to 
Houston,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  High- 
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U  ay  290  to  Hempstead,  Tex.,  thence  over  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  packages  (but  not  in  liquid) ,  from  Pitts- 
Texas  Highway  6  to  Waco,  and  return  over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  burg  Midway  Coal  Company,  Mine 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter-  Canned  goods,  (1)  from  points  in  Cali-  Number  19,  approximately  2  Ms  miles 
mediate  points.  f  ornia,  to  points  in  Kansas  on  and  east  of  north  and  2  miles  west  of  Hallowell. 

HEARING:  November  6.  1963,  at  the  U.S.  Highway  75,  and  (2)  from  points  in  •  Kans.  and  points  in  North  Dakota,  South 
Baker  Hotel  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Joint  Utah,  to  points  in  Kansas.  Dakota,  and  Minnesota. 

Rnard  No  77.  or.  if  the  Joint  Board  HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the  HEARING:  October  30,  1963,  at  the 


Board  No.  77.  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex-  Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before 
aminer  Jerry  P.  Laughlin.  Examiner  James  Anton. 

No.  MC  118034  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  Au-  No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed 
gust  2,  1963.  Applicant:  MILLER  August  12,  1963.  Applicant:  M.  BRU- 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  901  NE.  28th  ENGER  &  CO.,  INC.,  400  East  21st, 


Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Pickwick  Motor  Inn  (Park  East  Hotel), 
Examiner  James  Anton.  McGee  and  10th  Streets,  Kansas  City, 


caminer  James  Anton.  McGee  and  10th  Streets,  Kansas  City, 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  14),  filed  Mo.,  before  Examiner  James  Anton, 
igust  12,  1963.  Applicant:  M.  BRU-  No.  MC  119741  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 

SGER  &  CO.,  INC.,  400  East  21st,  June  9,  1963.  Applicant:  KIM 

ichita,  Kans.  Applicant’s  attorney:  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  4234  South 


Street  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Applicant’s  at-  Wichita,  Kans.  Applicant’s  attorney:  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  4234  South 
torney:  M.  Ward  Bailey,  2412  Conti-  James  F.  Miller,  Suite  N-13  Medical  and  Emerald  Avenue,  Chicago  9,  Ill.  Au- 
nental  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth  2,  Tex.  Professional  Building,  7501  Mission  Road,  thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com-  Shawnee  Mission,  Kans.  Authority  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir-  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod - 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Meats,  meat  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  acts  and  meat  byproducts,  and  products 
products,  and  meat  byproducts,  dairy  transporting:  Frozen  citrus  products,  and  commodities  used  by  packinghouses, 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  frozen  juices,  and  frozen  citrus  concert -  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
meatpacking  houses,  as  described  in  sec-  trates,  in  mixed  loads  with  frozen  fruits,  Wahoo,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
tion  A,  B,  and  C  Appendix  I  to  the  report  frozen  berries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  the  other,  Chicago,  Highwood,  Hoopston, 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer-  from  Sanger,  Calif.,  and  from  points  in  North  Chicago,  and  Rantoul,  Ill. 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  as  de-  that  part  of  California  bounded  on  the  HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
fined  by  the  Commission,  from  Clovis,  north  by  U.S.  Highway  40,  on  the  east  by  Hotel  Sheraton  Fontenelle,  Omaha, 
N.  Mex.,  and  points  within  five  (5)  miles  U.S.  Highway  99,  on  the  south  by  Los  Nebr.,  before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer, 
thereof,  to  points  in  Texas,  Louisiana,  Angeles  and  on  the  ^est  by  the  Pacific  No.  MC  119848  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  July 
Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Ocean,  including  points  on  the  indicated  1,  1963.  Applicant:  KENISON  TRUCK- 
Alabama,  and  empty  containers  or  other  portions  of  the  specified  highways,  to  ING,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  324  (1975 


such  incidental  facilities  used  in  trans-  points  in  Kansas,  and  to  Kansas  City,  South  1045  West) ,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 


porting  the  above  described  commodities  Mo.,  and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Mark  Hoyle,  345 

and  rejected  shipments  thereof,  on  re-  HEARING:  November  8,  1963,  at  the  South  State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City  10, 
turn.  Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Utah.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 

HEARING:  November  4,  1963,  at  the  Examiner  James  Anton.  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 

Baker  Hotel.  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Ex-  No.  MC  118468  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Hides 
aminer  Jerry  F.  Laughlin.  May  31,  1963.  Applicant:  UMTHUN  and  pelts,  dry,  green,  and  salted,  and 

No.  MC  118051  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  June  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  910  empty  containers  or  other  such  inci- 


3,  1963.  Applicant:  ALBERT  ACE-  South  Jackson  Street,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
VEDO,  RAMIRO  ACEVEDO,  ERNEST  Applicant’s  representative:  William  A.  transporting  the  above  described  com- 
ACEVEDO,  RAUL  ACEVEDO,  AND  Landau,  1307  East  Walnut  Street,  Des  modities,  between  points  in  Montana, 
JESSE  ACEVEDO,  doing  business  as,  J.  Moines,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  op-  Idaho,  Utah,  Wyoming,  Nevada,  and 
ACEVEDO  &  SONS,  308  Produce  Termi-  erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  California,  and  (2)  hides  and  pelts,  dry, 
nal  Market,- 1500  South  Zarzamora,  San  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  green  and  salted,  from  points  in  Utah, 
Antonio,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  Idaho,  and  Wyoming,  to  points  in  Ore- 
Maynard  F.  Robinson.  Frost  National  ingredients,  dry,  in  bulk  or  in  bags,  from  son  and  Washington,  and  empty  con- 
Bank  Building,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  Au-  points  in  Illinois.  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili- 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and  that  part  t*es  <n°t  specified)  used  in  transporting 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  of  Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High-  above -described  commodities,  on 

routes,  transporting:  Banana*,  ’'from  way  36,  to  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa.  return. 

Houston,  Beaumont,  Corpus  Christi,  and  nots:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  Not*:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con- 
” - m ™  — — J  « —  duct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in  MC 


Brownsville,  Tex.,  to  El  Paso  and  San  operation  would  be  limited  to  a  transpor 
Antonio,  Tex.  tation  service  to  be  performed,  under  a  115504;  therefore,  dual  operations  may  be 

HEARING:  October  30,  1963,  at  the  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with — Involved.  Applicant  states  that  it  is  pres- 
Granado  Hotel,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  be-  Elevator  Service  Company,  Inc.,  of 

fnrp  Tnint  Board  No  33  or  if  t,hp  Joint  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa.  Applicant  also  holds  poultry  feed,  animal  and  poultry  foods,  and 

lore  Joint  Board  No.  dJ,  or,  ll  tne  Joint  common  carrier  authorlty  ln  Mc  124813-  Ingredients  used  in.  the  manufacture  of 

Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be-  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved’  both  commodities  (except  commodities 

fot.0  inor  Tortnr  TP  T  AiirrV illn  r  *  •  lM  I*. 


HEARING:  October  30,  1963,  at  the 


fore  Examiner  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  April 


HEARING:  October  25,  1963,  in  Room 


moving  ln  bulk,  ln  tank  vehicles  and  bulk 
salt) ,  within  the  above  named  territory; 


8,  1963.  Applicant:  M.  BRUENGER  &  401»  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth  that  animal  hides  and  pelts,  dry,  green,  and 

CO.,  INC.,  400  East  21st  Street,  Wichita,  pnd  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 

Kans.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  F.  be*ore  Sh  ^ess®r-  ^  Sithority  incudes  th?  commoditiesP8ought 

Miller,  7501  Mission  Road,  Shawnee  Mis-  No*  MC  119493  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  herein. 

sion,  Kans.  Authority  sought  to  operate  June  9,  1963.  Applicant:  MONKEM  ivAorun-  oa  iqM 

as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  COMPANY,  INC.,  1206  East  Sixth  Street,  a*tbe 

nvpr  in-Ptniior  froncnnrtimr-  Joplin.  Mo.  Authority  soueht  to  oner-  C.S.  Courtrooms,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 


sion,  Kans.  Authority  sought  to  operate  9’  1963-  Applicant:  MONKEM  .  _  0.  1Q„„  .  .. 

as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  COMPANY,  INC.,  1206  East  Sixth  Street,  a*tbe 

over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Joplm,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  oper-  J*®-  ® brooms.  Salt  Lak< i  C: ity.  Utah, 
Canned  goods,  from  points  in  Utah,  Ore-  ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve-  before  Ecaminer  Leo  M  PeUera. 
gon,  Idaho,  and  Washington  to  points  in  hlcle*  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  0iN-°- i210.f3 

Kansas,  and  empty  containers  or  other  in&:  (1>  Manufactured  animal  and  poul-  ^  l063;  ^P^cai^.  UNK  TRUCmNG, 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified)  trV  1eeds  and  ingredients  used  in  the  JJJp-  14 10  South  Third  West,  Salt  Lake 
used  in  transporting  the  commodities  manufacture  of  animal  and  poultry  City,  Utah.  Applicants  attorney: 
specified  above,  on  return.  feeds,  (a)  between  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  Marion  F.  Jones,  526  Denham  Building, 


HEARING'  November  6  1963  at  the  Points  within  five  (5)  miles  thereof,  and  Denver  2,  Colo.  Authority  sought  to 

^  .  awvvaumvi.  v»  wv  _ *  i  _  _  nnorota  oc  o  AA-wi-ni Kvr  vMAfAw 


Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Ex-  P°ints  ^  Texas,  and  Indiana,  and  (b)  .  .  . 

aminer  James  Anton.  between  Springfield,  Mo.,  and  points  L5* 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  July  within  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  and  points  <S  bulk  ^  except  S^oditS’ 

"J  Te«*  ,2>  composition  asphalt  sfttn-  which  by  reason  of  the^weighTsteeand 
CO.,  INC.,  400  East  21st  Street,  Wichita,  gles,  from  Joplin,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Ar-  shape,  require  special  equipment  and 
Kans.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  F.  kansas,  Kansas,  and  Oklahoma,  beyond  special  handling).  (A)  REGULAR 
Miller,  7501  Mission  Road,  Shawnee  Mis-  250  miles  of  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  (3)  nitro-  ROUTES:  Between  Salt  Lake  City  and 
sion,  Kans.  Authority  sought  to  operate  carbo-nitrate,  in  bulk,  in  bags,  and  in  Dutch  John,  Utah,  (1)  from  Salt  Lake 
No.  173 - 6 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
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City  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Vernal, 
Utah,  thence  over  Utah  Highway  44  to 
Manila,  Utah,  thence  over  Utah  High¬ 
way  43  to  Lin  wood,  Utah,  thence  over 
Wyoming  Highway  530  to  junction  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  road,  thence  over 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  road  across  the 
Utah-Wyoming  State  line  to  Dutch  John, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  in  Duchesne, 
Uintah,  and  Daggett  Counties,  Utah,  (2) 
from  Salt  Lake  City  over  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  Vernal,  Utah,  thence  over  Utah 
Highway  44  to  junction  Utah  Highway 
260,  thence  over  Utah  Highway  260  to 
Dutch  John,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points  in 
Duchesne,  Uintah  and  Daggett  Counties, 
Utah,  and  (3)  from  Salt  Lake  City  over 
U.S.  Highway  91  to  Provo,  Utah  (also 
from  junction  UJS.  Highway  91  and  Utah 
Highway  52  over  Utah  Highway  52  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  189) ,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  189  to  Heber  City,  Utah, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Vernal, 
Utah,  thence  over  Utah  Highway  44  to 
Manila,  Utah,  thence  over  Utah  High¬ 
way  43  to  Lin  wood,  Utah,  thence  over 
Wyoming  Highway  530  to  junction  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  road,  thence  over 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  road  across  the 
Utah-Wyoming  State  line  to  Dutch  John, 
and  retui*n  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  Intermediate  points  in  Duchesne, 
Uintah,  and  Daggett  Counties,  Utah.  (B) 
IRREGULAR  ROUTES:  Between  points 
in  Morgan,  Salt  Lake,  Utah,  Carbon,  and 
Emery  Counties,  Utah,  and  Helper,  Price 
and  Heber,  Utah,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Daggett,  Uintah, 
and  Duchesne  Counties,-  Utah,  via  Utah 
and  Wyoming  highways. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  now  holds  the 
above,  and  some  additional  authority,  by 
virtue  of  an  intrastate,  certificate  issued  un¬ 
der  No.  1374  and  registered  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  in  MC  121043 
(BMC  75)  and  MC  121043  (Sub-No.  1)  (pend¬ 
ing  BOR  99),  which  registration  will  be  dis¬ 
missed  upon  the  granting  of  this  authority, 
which  is  necessary  due  to  the  fact  that 
through  the  elimination  of  certain  bridges, 
certain  areas  near  the  Flaming  Gorge  Dam- 
site  can  be  reached  only  by  traversing  Wyo¬ 
ming  highways. 

HEARING:  October  25,  1963,  at  the 
U.S.  Courtrooms,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  85,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  123639  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1963.  Applicant:  J.  B.  MONT¬ 
GOMERY,  INC.,  5150  Brighton  Boule¬ 
vard,  Post  Office  Box  6506,  Denver  16, 
Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  W. 
Singer,  33  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago 
2,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts,  as 
described  in  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  Gree¬ 
ley,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  September  19, 1963,  at  the 
New  Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  be¬ 
fore  Exaininer  Lasrence  A.  Van  Dyke, 
Jr. 


NOTICES 

No.  MC  124196  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  April 
10, 1963.  Applicant:  RACCO  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  618  Crabtree,  Racine,  Wis.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  2,  HI. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Engine  cooling  ra¬ 
diators,  (1)  from  Paducah,  Ky.  to  Port 
Wayne  and  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  Rock 
Island  and  East  Moline,  Ill.,  and  (2) 
from  La  Porte,  Ind.  to  Rock  Island,  Mo¬ 
line,  and  East  Moline,  Ill.  and  Dubuque, 
Davenport,  and  Waterloo,  Iowa.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  The  proposed  operations 
herein  will  be  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  contin¬ 
uing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Modine 
Manufacturing  Company,  of  Racine, 
Wis. 

HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
Conrad  Hilton  Hotel,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before 
Examiner  James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  124340  (Sub-No.  3), -filed  July 
17,  1963.  Applicant:  A-P-A  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  2110  North  85th  Street, 
North  Bergen,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Herbert  Burstein,  160  Broadway, 
New  York  38,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle, -over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Corrugated  boxes  and  corrugated 
paper  products,  fibre  board  boxes  and 
fibre  board  paper  products,  pulp  board 
boxes  and  pulp  board  paper  products, 
qnd  store  display  racks  of  the  above- 
described  commodities,  from  the  Delair 
plant  of  the  Weyerhaeuser  Company  in 
Pennsauken  Township,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
New  Castle  County,  Del. ;  Baltimore,  Md. ; 
and  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east 
of  the  western  boundaries  of  Tioga,  Ly¬ 
coming,  Union,  Mifflin,  Juaniata,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Perry,  Cumberland,  and  Adams 
Counties,  and  rejected,  damaged  and  re¬ 
turned  shipments  of  the  above  commodi¬ 
ties  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  common  carrier  in  MC 
25399;  therefore,  dual  operations  may  be 
involved. 

HEARING:  November  6,  1963,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  124410  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  June 
10,  1963.  Applicant:  ROBERT  A.  STA¬ 
TON,  doing  business  as  BOB  STATON 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
ways  36  and  65,  Chillicothe,  Mo.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  in  bags, 
and  in  bulk,  (1)  between  the  plant  sites 
of  W.  R.  Grace  Company  (Davison 
Chemical  Division)  located  at  Perry, 
Iowa,  and  Trenton,  Mo.,  and  (2)  between 
the  said  plant  sites  located  at  Perry, 
Iowa,  and  Trenton,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota, 
and  Minnesota. 

HEARING:  October  29,  1963,  at  the 
Pickwick  Motor  Inn  (Park  East  Hotel), 
McGee  and  10th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  before  Examiner  James  Anton. 

No.  MC  124573  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  July 
10,  1963.  Applicant:  STILL  FERTIL¬ 
IZER  AND  GRAIN  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  Steele,  Mo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  R.  Conner  Wiggins,  Jr.,  Sterick 
Building,  Memphis  3,  Tenn.  Authority 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  in¬ 
gredients,  (1)  from  Yazoo  City,  and  Gulf¬ 
port,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Butler,  Dunklin,  v 
Mississippi,  New  Madrid,  Pemiscot, 
Ripley,  and  Stoddard  Counties,  Mo.;  (2) 
bagging  (for  wrapping  cotton) ,  from 
Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Butler, 
Dunklin,  Mississippi,  New  Madrid,  Pemis¬ 
cot,  Ripley,  and  Stoddard  Counties,  Mo.; 
and  (3)  bale  ties,  from  Birmingham,  Ala., 
to  points  in  Butler,  Dunklin,  Mississippi, 
New  Madrid,  Pemiscot,  Ripley,  and  Stod¬ 
dard  Counties,  Mo.;  and  (4)  rejected 
shipments  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  commodities  specified  in  ( l ) 
through  (3)  above,  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1963,  at  Room 
1620,  New  Federal  Building,  1520  Market 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  before  Examiner 
James  Anton. 

No.  MC  124722  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  July 
14,  1963.  Applicant:  E’PORT  WARE¬ 
HOUSE  &  TRANSFER  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  70  South  Park  Street,  Elizabeth, 
N.J.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bert 
Collins,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York,  N.Y. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  listed  in  Appendix  I — A  and  B  of 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Certificates,  61 

M. C.C.  209,  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
equipment,  between  the  warehouse  of 
Food  Fair  Stores,  Inc.,  located  in  Linden, 

N. J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  points  in  Nassau,  Suf¬ 
folk,  Westchester,  Orange,  and  Rock¬ 
land  Counties,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Fair- 
field,  New  Haven,  and  Hartford  Coun¬ 
ties,  Conn. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  restricted  to  service  under  con¬ 
tract  with  Food  Fair  Stores,  Inc.  It  is  fur¬ 
ther  noted  common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  4,  1963,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  May 
31, 1963.  Applicant:  UMTHUN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  910  South  Jackson  Street, 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  A.  Landau,  1307  East 
Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines  16,  Iowa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Animal  and 
poultry  feed  and  feed  ingredients  (except 
liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ;  (a) 
from  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  to  DeKalb  and 
Sycamore,  HI.,  points  in  that  part  of  Illi¬ 
nois  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24, 
and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  51,  that 
part  of  South  Dakota  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  14  and  east  of  the  Missouri 
River,  and  points  in  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin;  (b)  between 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Colorado,  Kansas, 
and  that  part  of  Wyoming  east  of  the 
Continental  Divide,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  soy  bean  meal  be¬ 
tween  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  and  points  in 
Kansas;  (c)  from  Fremont,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  South  Dakota,  Wyoming,  and 
Colorado;  and  (d)  from  points  in  Hlinois, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota, 
Wisconsin,  and  that  part  of  Missouri  on 
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and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  36,  to  Port 
Dodge,  Iowa;  (2)  dry  commercial  feeds, 
in  bags  and  in  bulk;  (a)  from  Muscatine, 
Port  Dodge  and  West  Bend,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Illinois  (except  those  in  the 
commerical  zone  of  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.) , 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota, 
Wisconsin,  and  that  part  of  Missouri  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  36,  (3)  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients;  (a) 
from  points  in  Illinois,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  to  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa;  (b)  from 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  Wisconsin;  and  (c)  from 
Muscatine,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin;  (4)  dry 
fertilizer,  in  hopper- type  self -unloading 
equipment,  in  bulk,  and  in  bags  when 
moving  in  combination  with  bulk  move¬ 
ments;  (a)  from  Joplin  and  St.  Joseph, 
Mo.,  and  Lawrence,  Kans.,  to  points  in 
Iowa. 

Note:  Applicant  presently  holds  authority 
as  a  contract  carrier,  or  has  contract  carrier 
applications  pending  which  duplicate  all  of 
the  authority  sought  above.  If  granted  com¬ 
mon  carrier  rights,  applicant  would  request 
revocation  of  the  corresponding  contract  car¬ 
rier  permits. 

HEARING:  October  21,  1963,  in  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  Fifth  and 
Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before 
Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  125111  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  19,  1963.  Applicant:  BOTSFORD 
READY-MIX  CO.,  a  corporation,  5600 
East  50  Highway,  Post  Office  Box  6827 
Parkway  Station,  Kansas  City  30,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Wentworth  E. 
Griffin,  1221  Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas 
City  5,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Concrete  aggregate,  cement,  pozzalan 
and  other  additives  to  cement  or  con¬ 
crete  aggregate,  between  points  in  Weld 
and  Logan  Counties,  Colo.,  Goshen, 
Laramie,  and  Platte  Counties,  Wyo.,  and 
Kimball,  Banner,  Cheyenne,  Morrill,  and 
Scottsbluff  Counties,  Nebr.' 

HEARING:  October  31,  1963,  at  the 
New  Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  198,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  125112  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
June  13,  1963.  Applicant:  V.  V.  BRIM, 
Live  Oak,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
W.  J.  Winbum,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box  339, 
Live  Oak,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer,  wire  fence  and  posts, 
from  Adel,  Valdosta  and  Cordele,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Suwannee,  Lafayette  and  Ham¬ 
ilton  Counties,  Fla. 

HEARING:  October  23,  1963,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  125225  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
24,  1963.  Applicant:  DAVID  G.  STOK- 
LEY,  Route  3,  Box  316-B,  Madison,  Fla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  from 
Adel  and  Cordele,  Ga.,  to  Madison,  Fla., 


and  points  in  Madison,  Hamilton,  Taylor, 
and  LaFayette  Counties,  Fla. 

HEARING:  October  23,  1963,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy.  v 

No.  MC  125247,  filed  April  8. 1963.  Ap-  N 
plicant:  WILLIAM  G.  BECK,  Rural 
Route  No.  9,  Box  487,  Michigan  City,  Ind. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  W.  Loser, 
409  Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sand,  in  trucks  equipped  with  spe¬ 
cial  unloading  equipment:  (a)  from 
Michigan  City,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan,  points  in  Illinois 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  36  and  points  in 
Ohio  north  of  U.S.  Highway  3Cf  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  25;  (b)  from  points  in 
Barrien  County,  Mich.,  to  points  in  In¬ 
diana  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  points  in  Illinois  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
36  and  points  in  Ohio  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  25;  and 
(c)  from  Oregon,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Indi¬ 
ana  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
points  in  the  southern  peninsula  of  Mich¬ 
igan  and  to  points  in  Ohio  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  30  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
25. 

Note:  The  proposed  operation  will  be  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  with  Manley  Sand 
Division  of  Martin  Marietta  Corporation. 

HEARING:  November  1,  1963,  at  the 
Conrad  Hilton  Hotel,  Chicago,  HI.,  before 
Examiner  James  0*D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  125301  (AMENDMENT) ,  filed 
April  24,  1963,  published  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  issue  August  28,  1963,  amended  and 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  UTLEY  LUMBER  COMPANY, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  205,  Steele,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Joseph  R.  Nacy, 
117  West  High  Street,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sugar,  dry,  in 
boxes,  bags,  sacks  and  other  containers 
from  New  Orleans,  Reserve,  Supreme, 
Gramercy,  Southdown,  and  Matthews, 
La.,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 
Missouri,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and  Ala¬ 
bama. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  include  additional  origin  points,  in  lieu 
of  those  shown  in  previous  publication. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1963,  at  the  Federal  Office 
Building,  600  South  Street,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  before  Examiner  Sammuel  Hor- 
wich. 

No.  MC  125316,  filed  April  29,  1963. 
Applicant:  GOMEZ  AND  KEIR  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  10875  West  38th  Place, 
Wheatridge,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
Herbert  M.  Boyle,  946  Metropolitan 
Building,  Denver  2,  Colo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Brick  and  clay  pipe, 
and  (2)  rejected  brick  and  pipe,  and  used 
brick,  between  points  in  Denver  and  Jef¬ 
ferson  Counties,  Colo.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  Kansas, 
South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Colorado. 


HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
New  Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  125407,  filed  May  27,  1963. 
Applicant:  CHARLES  E.  KING,  JR. 
AND  HAROLD  A.  SCOTT,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  KING  &  SCOTT,  Gray, 
Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Beer, 
in  cans,  bottles,  and  kegs,  (a)  from 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  Carroll,  Iowa,  and 
(b)  between  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Carroll, 
Iowa;  and  (2)  butter  cartons,  from  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Kans.,  to  Carroll,  Iowa,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  23,  1963,  in  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth 
and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  John  S.  Messer. 

No.  MC  125437,  filed  June  9,  1963. 
Applicant:  DANNY  ELLIS,  Fort  Scott, 
Kans.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Boler 
and  binder  twine,  sisal  twine,  rope,  bal¬ 
ing  wire,  barbed  wire,  nails,  fence  post, 
field  fence,  reinforcement  bars,  and  re¬ 
inforcement  mesh,  between  Houston  and 
Freeport,  Tex.,  and  New  Orleans,  La.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Louisiana,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Illinois, 
Nebraska,  Iowa,  South  Dakota,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  and  North 
Dakota. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
service  will  be  provided  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Frank  W.  Wlnne  &  Son,  Inc., 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

HEARING:  October  31,  1963,  at  the 
Pickwick  Motor  Inn  (Park  East  Hotel), 
McGee  and  10th  Streets,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  before  Examiner  James  Anton. 

No.  MC  125453  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1963.  Applicant:  JOSEPH 

TUCKER  TRUCKING  CORPORATION, 
218-17  68th  Avenue,  Bayside  64,  N.Y. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Arthur  J.  Piken, 
160-16  Jamaica  Avenue,  Jamaica  32,  N.Y. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Elevator 
doors,  door  parts,  cabs  and  cab  parts, 
uncrated,  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  refused,  rejected  and  re¬ 
turned  shipments,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  125535,  filed  July  17,  1963. 
Applicant:  JOHN  J.  SHARP,  346  Cen¬ 
tral  Avenue,  Woodbury  Heights,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Thomas  S.  Forkin, 
628  Cooper  Street,  Camden  2,  N.J.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Refrigeration  and 
freezing  units,  machines,  and  eqv*vment, 
and  all  parts  and  supplies  connected 
thereto,  from  the  plant  site  of  Hussman 
Refrigeration,  Inc.,  located  at  H addon- 
field,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New 
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Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  Ohio,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  New  Jersey,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  op¬ 
eration  will  consist  of  hauling  services  ren¬ 
dered  exclusively  for  Hussman  Refrigeration, 
Inc.  Also,  damaged  and  defective  equip¬ 
ment  will  be  hauled  on  return. 

HEARING:  October  30,  1963,  at  the 
Bellevue  Stratford  Hotel,  Broad  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before 
Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  125580,  filed  August  2,  1963. 
Applicant:  JOSEPH  J.  SHINE  AND 
LENA  SHINE,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  DIRECT  TRUCKING  CO.,  77 
Comelison  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  August  W.  Heck-* 
man,  297  Academy  Street,  Jersey  City  6, 
N.J.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt,  in 
bags  and  cases,  from  Port  Newark,  N.J., 
to  New  York,  N.Y.  and  points  in  Rock¬ 
land,  Westchester,  and  Nassau  Counties, 
N.Y. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  performed  under  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  the  Diamond  Crystal  Salt 
Company. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1963,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark  2,  N.J.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  125584,  filed  August  8,  1963. 
Applicant:  HARMON  RIDGWAY,  doing 
business  as  HARMON  RIDGWAY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  500  Cherry 
Street,  Dodge  City,  Kans.  Applicant’s 
attorneys:  Everett  C.  Fettis,  Suite  504- 
120  South  Market  Street,  Wichita  2, 
Kans.,  and  William  C.  Farmer,  729 
Beacon  Building,  Wichita,  Kans.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Creosote  posts, 
poles,  and  lumber,  from  DeQueen,  Ark., 
Hugo,  Okla.,  and  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex., 
to  points  in  Kansas.  (2)  Nth  Stone, 
from  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Kansas.  (3)  Mink  feed  and  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  from  Jewell,  and  Decorah,  Iowa, 
Wheat  Ridge,  Delta,  and  Denver,  Colo., 
Medford,  Pittsville,  Menomonie,  and 
Fond  du  Lac,  Wis.,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Kansas.  (4)  Processed  and 
manufactured  livestock  feed  and  feed 
products,  between  points  in  Kansas, 
Altus  and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
Quanah,  Sweetwater,  Lamesa,  Ft.  Worth, 
and  Lubbock,  Tex.,  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 

HEARING:  November  5,  1963,  at  the 
Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kansas,  before 
Examiner  James  Anton. 

No.  MC  125601,  filed  August  12,  1963. 
Applicant:  J.  R.  SEALE,  doing  business 
as  J.  R.  SEALE  TRUCKING  CO., 
Throckmorton  Highway,  Box  602,  Olney, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  R.  E.  Thorn¬ 
ton,  First  National  Bank  Building,  Olney, 
Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Oil  field 
equipment,  between  points  in  Texas  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  81. 


HEARING:  November  6,  1963,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  77,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub-No.  281),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4, 1962.  Applicant:  THE  GREY¬ 
HOUND  CORPORATION,  Room  1500, 
140  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago  3, 
HI.  .Applicant’s  attorney:  L.  C.  Major, 
Jr.,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW., 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
ihg:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
charter  bus  service,  from  points  in  Nas¬ 
sau  and  Suffolk  Counties,  Long  Island, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii) . 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Application  is  accompanied  by  motion  to 
dismiss  and  petition  to  reopen  certain  other 
proceedings. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Governor  Clinton  Hotel,  31st  and  7th 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub-No.  296) ,  filed  April 
9,  1963.  Applicant:  THE  GREYHOUND 
CORPORATION,  140  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Robert  J.  Bernard  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  nnd  their  baggage,  and  express, 
newspapers  and  mail,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  between  Belleview,  Fla., 
and  Lady  Lake,  Fla.,  from  Belleview  over 
U.S.  Highway  441  (relocated)  to  Lady 
Lake  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  November  4,  1963,  at  the 
Angebilt  Hotel,  Orlando,  Fla.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  205,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  29850  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  July 
26,  1963.  Applicant:  TRENTON-PHILA. 
COACH  CO.,  a  corporation,  200  West 
Wyoming  Avenue,  Philadelphia  40,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Peter  Platten, 
Land  Title  Building,  Philadelphia  10,  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  with 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicle,  in  special 
operations,  sightseeing  tours  and  round 
trips,  beginning  and  ending  at  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  Trenton,  N.J.,  and  points 
intermediate  thereto  adjacent  to  U.S. 
Highways  1  and  13,  and  extending  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  District 
of  Columbia,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Virginia. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Bellevue  Stratford  Hotel,  Broad  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before 
Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  58915  (Sub-No.  47) ,  filed  June 
28,  1963.  Applicant:  LINCOLN  TRAN¬ 
SIT  .CO.,  INC.,  UJS.  Highway  46,  East 
Paterson,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  E.  Goldstein,  24  West  40th  Street, 
New  York  18,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  ex¬ 
press,  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  points  in 
Woodbridge  Township  and  points  in 
Madison  Township,  N.J.;  from  junction 
U.S.  Highways  1  and  9  in  Woodbridge, 
N  J.,  over  U.S.  Highway  9  (formerly  New 
Jersey  Highway  35)  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  9  and  New  Jersey  Highway  34 
in  Madison  Township,  N.J.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  presently  has  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  over  the  above  stated 
route  In  a  certificate  dated  August  28,  1946 
with  the  following  restriction:  Service  is 
authorized  to  and  from  all  intermediate 
points  subject  to  the  restriction  that  no 
passengers  shall  be  transported  between  and 
including  the  Junction  of  UJS.  Highway  9 
and  the -new  alignment  of  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  4  near  Cheesequake,  N.J,  and  junction 
U.S.  Highway  1  and  New  Jersey  Highway  35, 
near  Woodbridge  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  eliminate  the  above 
stated  restriction. 

HEARING:  October  24,  1963,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark  2,  N.J.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  119,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  84728  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
July  5,  1963.  Applicant:  SAFEWAY 
TRAILS,  INC.,  1200  I  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Julian  P.  Freret,  Continental  Building, 
1012  14th  Street  NW.,  Washington  5. 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  and  express  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
charter  service,  from  points  in  Nassau 
and  Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Hawaii) ,  and 
return. 

HEARING:  October  28,  1963,  at  the 
Governor  Clinton  Hotel,  31st  and  7th 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  116623  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  April 
18,  1963.  Applicant:  RITZENTHALER 
BUS  LINES,  INC.,  Route  2,  Post  Office 
Box  245,  Long  Grove,  HI.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  West 
Washington  Street,  Chicago  2,  HI.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  charter  operations,  be¬ 
tween  Prairie  View,  HI.,  and  points  in 
Illinois  within  15  miles  thereof,  including 
Prairie  View,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  October  29,  1963,  at  the 
.Conrad  Hilton  Hotel,  Chicago,  HI.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  O’D.  Moran. 

'No.  MC  119556  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
June  11,  1963.  Applicant:  AIRPORT 
COACHES,  INC.,  186  Sound  Beach 
Avenue,  Old  Greenwich,  Conn.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Thomas  W.  Murrett, 
410  Asylum  Street,  Hartford,  Conn.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
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carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting :  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  limited  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  not  more  than  11  passengers  in 
any  one  vehicle,  not  including  the  driver, 
between  Stratford,  Fairfield,  and  West- 
port,  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  LaGuardia  Field  Airport,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  New  York  International 
Airport,  Idlewild,  N.Y.,  from  Stratford 
over  U.S.  Interstate  Highway  95  to  the 
corporate  limits  of  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
thence  over  city  streets  and  highways  to 
LaGuardia  Field  Airport,  N.Y.,  and  New 
York  International  Airport,  Idlewild, 
N.Y.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
serving  Westport,  and  Fairfield,  Conn., 
as  intermediate  points. 

Note:  The  proposed  service  will  be  ren¬ 
dered  in  conjunction  with  authority  now 
pending  in  MC  119556  Sub-No.  3,  which  au¬ 
thorizes  similar  service  between  Bridgeport, 
Norwalk,  Stamford,  and  Greenwich,  and  these 
same  New  York  Airports. 

HEARING:  November  6,  1963,  at  Bond 
Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before  Examiner 
Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  125329  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
17,  1963.  Applicant:  APEX  TRUCKING 
CO.,  Inc.,  330  West  42d  Street,  New  York 
36,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  D.  Traub,  10  East  40th  Street, 
New  York  16,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  for 
the  account  of  McGraw  Hill  Publishing 
Company,  Inc.,  between  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  East  Windsor,  (Hightstown) ,  N.J. 
Restriction:  The  proposed  service  is  to 
be  restricted  to  the  transportation  of  no 
more  than  12  passengers  per  vehicle  at 
any  one  time. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  presently 
holds  Permit  MC  117184,  under  which  it 
serves  the  named  contract  shipper  in  the 
transportation  of  “such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  book  and  magazine  publishing 
companies,  and  fixtures,  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the  operation  of  such 
business,”  between  the  above  named  points. 
Applicant  proposes,  under  the  authority 
herein  sought,  to  transport  its  shipper’s  prop¬ 
erty,  as  well  as  such  personnel  required  by  its 
shipper  to  be  transported,  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  East  Windsor,  N.J.,  separately,  as 
well  as  together  in  the  vehicles  adapted  to 
such  transportation  service. 

HEARING:  November  5,  1963,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  3,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives 
its  right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  125494,  filed  June  28,  1963. 
Applicant:  D  &  M  TAXI  CO.,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  38,  Port  Dix,  N.J.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  D.  Hawke,  Jr.,  1229  19th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington  36,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  providing  nonscheduled, 
door-to-door  service,  in  special  and  char¬ 
ter  operations.  Special  operations  pro¬ 
posed  between  Fort  Dix  and  McGuire 
Air  Force  Base,  N.J.,  and  points  within 
(12)  twelve  miles  thereof,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Philadelphia 
International  Airport,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
Idlewild  International  Airport,  La 


Guardia  Airport,  Manhattan  Beach  Air 
Force  Station,  Fort  Hamilton  and 
Brooklyn  Army  Terminal,  New  York, 
N.Y.  Service  will  be  limited  to  the 
transportation  of  not  more  than  (11) 
eleven  passengers  in  any  one  vehicle,  not 
including  the  driver,  and  not  including 
children  under  (10)  ten  years  of  age  who 
do  not  occupy  a  seat.  Charter  opera¬ 
tions  proposed  between  Fort  Dix,  Mc¬ 
Guire  Air  Force  Base  and  Springfield 
Township,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  and  within  a  radius 
of  (10)  ten  miles  of  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
and  New  York  City,  N.Y.  Service  will 
be  limited  to  the  transportation  of  not 
more  than  (6)  six  passengers  in  any  one 
vehicle,  not  including  the  driver,  and 
not  including  children  under  (10)  ten 
of  age  who  do  not  occupy  a  seat.  . 

HEARING:  October  23,  1963,  in  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark  2,  N.J.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  42,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  125509,  filed  July  5, 1963.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CHARLES  E.  BOUCHER,  doing 
business  as  FALLS  LIVERY,  447  River 
Road,  South  Hadley  Falls,  Mass.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  operations  con¬ 
sisting  of  nonscheduled  door-to-door 
service,  limited  to  transportation  of  no 
more  than  eight  (8)  passengers  In  any 
one  vehicle  (not  including  the  driver 
thereof),  between  South  Hadley,  Mass., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New 
York,  and  New  Jersey. 

HEARING:  November  7,  1963,  at  the 
Bond  Hotel,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

Applications  for  Brokerage  Licenses 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  12876,  filed  July  29, 1963.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  THE  GRAY  LINE,  INC.,  1010 
Eye  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  •  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  S.  Harrison  Kahn, 
Suite  733  Investment  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  For  a  license  (BMC  5)  to 
engage  in  operations  as  a  broker  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  in  arranging  for 
transportation  by  motor  vehicle,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce  of  passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  special  and 
charter  services,  as  individuals  or  in 
groups,  in  all-expense  tours,  beginning 
and  ending  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  October  17,  1963,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  261. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Elected 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  3009  (Sub-No.  50),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  19,  1963.  Applicant:  WEST 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  706  East  Pine  Street, 
Hattiesburg,  Miss.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 


sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading) ,  between  Selma,  Ala.,  and 
Meridian,  Miss.:  from  Selma,  Ala.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  Meridian,  Miss.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  regular 
route  operations. 

No.  MC  7075  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1963.  Applicant:  NEMASKET 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
58  West  Grove  Street,  Middleboro,  Mass. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of 
Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) ,  serving  the 
Island  of  Nantucket,  Mass.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions. 

No.  MC  19553  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1963.  Applicant:  KNOX  MO¬ 
TOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
359,  Rockford,  Ill.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  M.  Kaske  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Mo¬ 
tor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467),  serving  the  site 
of  the  Stepan  Chemical  Company  plant 
located  in  Millsdale,  Ill.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
regular-route  operations  between  Dun¬ 
dee,  HI.  and  Chicago  Heights,  Ill. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  29555  (Sub-No.  40),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1963.  Applicant:  BRIGGS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
2360  West  County  Road  “C”,  St.  Paul  13, 
Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  and  Iowa  City, 
Iowa:  from  Cedar  Rapids  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  218  to  Iowa  City,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only,  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular-route  op¬ 
eration. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub-No.  1951)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  May  13,  1963,  published 
issue  May  29,  1963,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  RAIL¬ 
WAY  EXPRESS  AGENCY,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  219  East  42d  Street,  New  York, 
N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  H. 
Marx  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi- 
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ties,  moving  in  express  service,  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  West  Paterson,  N.J.; 
from  New  York  through  the  Lincoln  Tun¬ 
nel  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway  3, 
thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway  3  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  46,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  46  to  junction  Browerton 
Road,  thence  over  Browerton  Road  to 
West  Paterson,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  Hoboken,  N.J.,  as  an  off- 
route  point.  Restrictions:  The  service 
to  be  performed  by  carrier  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  that  which  is  auxiliary  to  or  sup¬ 
plemental  of  express  service  of  the  Rail¬ 
way  Express  Agency.  Shipments  trans¬ 
ported  by  carrier  shall  be  limited  to  those 
moving  on  through  bills  of  lading  or  ex¬ 
press  receipts. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  show  the  change  in  the  destination  point 
in  lieu  of  Passaic,  N.J. 

No.  MC  103435  (Sub-No.  145) ,  filed  Au- 
gust  19,  1963.  Applicant:  UNITED- 

BUCKENGHAM  FREIGHT  LINES,  East 
915  Springfield  Avenue,  Spokane,  Wash. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Maurice 
Andren,  1734  Tilford  Street,  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  those 
requiring  special  equipment  and  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives),  from  Scottsbluff, 
Nebr.  to  Fort  Morgan,  Colo.;  from  Scotts¬ 
bluff  over  Nebraska  Highway  71  (for¬ 
merly  designated  as  Nebraska  Highway 
29)  to  the  Colorado-Nebraska  state  line, 
thence  over  Colorado  Highway  21  to 
Stoneham,  Colo.,  thence  over  Colorado 
Highway  14  to  junction  Colorado  High¬ 
way  52,  thence  over  Colorado  Highway 
52  to  Fort  Morgan,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  Intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular-route  operations. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  592) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1963.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Dowingtown,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney :  Leonard  A.  Jaskie- 
wicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sodium 
sulphate,  in  bulk,  from  Nitro,  W.  Va.  to 
Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  593),  filed 
August  19, 1963.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downing  town,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney :  Leonard  A.  Jaskie- 
wicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cement, 
from  West  Conshohocken,  Pa.  to  points 
in  Maryland. 

No.  MC  112750  (Sub-No.  159),  filed 
August  19, 1963.  Applicant:  ARMORED 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  222-17 
Northern  Boulevard,  Bayside,  N.Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  J.  K.  Murphy  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Checks,  audit  and  accounting 
media,  magnetic  tape,  punch  paper  tape. 


and  business  papers  and  records  (ex¬ 
cluding  plant  removals)  for  the  account 
of  The  Wingate  Computing  Center  of 
Hartford,  Conn.,  between  Providence, 
R.I.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Connecticut,  points  in  Bristol 
and  Worcester  Counties,  Mass.,  and 
points  in  Albany,  Broome,  Nassau, 
Onondaga  and  Westchester  Counties, 
N.Y.,  and  (2)  invoices,  inventory  control 
documents  and  business  records  pertain¬ 
ing  to  general  accounting  and  auditing  of 
chain  grocery  stores,  for  the  account  of 
Stop  &  Shop,  Inc.,  between  Boston,  Mass., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Connecticut,  Maine,  New  Hampshire 
and  Rhode  Island. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  114194  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
August  19,  1963.  Applicant:  KREIDER 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  8003  Collins¬ 
ville  Road,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Starch  and  blends,  in  bulk 
from  Granite  City,  Ill.  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Florida,  Mississippi, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia, 
and  West  Virginia,  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments  on  return. 

No.  MC  114848  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1963.  Applicant:  WHARTON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  Post 
Office  Box  2591,  DeSoto  Station,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  Clarence  Evans,  Third  National 
Bank  Building,  Nashville  3,  Tenn.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Aluminum  trihy¬ 
drate,  dry,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  type 
motor  vehicles,  from  Bauxite,  Ark.,  to 
New  Johnsonville,  Tenn.,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above  described  commodity,  on  return. 

No.  MC  114897  (Sub-No.  44),  filed 
August  15,  1963.  Applicant:  WHIT¬ 
FIELD  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  308  North 
Clark  Road,  Post  Office  Drawer  9897, 
El  Paso  89,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  fats,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  El  Paso,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
New  Mexico. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub.-No.  147),  filed 
August  16, 1963.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  1215  Bankhead  Highway  West, 
Post  Office  Box  2169,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  its 
commercial  zone  to  Tupelo,  Hattiesburg, 
Jackson,  and  Meridian,  Miss.,  and  points 
in  Louisiana  except  New  Orleans. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5 
and  210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  sections 
5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 


merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto  (49  CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8538.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  JONES  TRUCK  LINES.  INC., 
East  Emma  Avenue,  Springdale,  Ark.,  of 
SMOCK  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  Doniphan,  Mo.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  HARVEY  JONES,  also  of 
Springdale,  Ark.,  of  control  of  SMOCK 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
through  the  acquisition  by  JONES 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
neys:  Wentworth  E.  Griffin,  1221  Balti¬ 
more,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  John  H. 
Dalton,  203  College  Avenue,  Kennett,  Mo. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled: 
General  commodities,  excepting,  among 
others,  household  goods  and  commodities 
in  bulk  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes,  between  Hoxie,  Ark.,  and  Na¬ 
tional  Stock  Yards,  Ill.,  serving  certain 
intermediate  points,  between  Doniphan, 
Mo.,  and  Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.,  serving  cer¬ 
tain  intermediate  and  off -route  points, 
between  Coming,  Ark.,  and  Walnut 
Ridge,  Ark.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  points  of  Brook¬ 
ins  and  Beech  Comer,  Ark.;  petroleum 
lubricating  oils  and  greases,  between 
Roxana,  Ill.,  and  Doniphan,  Mo.  JONES 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Mississippi,  and  Illinois.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8539.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  INDIANA  REFRIGERATOR 
LINES,  INC.,  2404  North  Broadway, 
Muncie,  Ind.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
C.  V.  BOLIN,  doing  business  as  BOLIN 
FOODS  TRANSPORTATION  CO,  5736 
West  35th  Street,  Cicero  50,  Ill.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  RODNEY  TETRAULT, 
Rural  Route  No.  1,  Eaton,  Ind.,  LILLIAN 
TETRAULT,  Matthews,  Ind.,  and  JOHN 
HARTMEYER,  11  Oak  Road,  Muncie, 
Ind.,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
Charles  W.  Singer,  33  North  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.,  and  Joseph  M. 
Scanlan,  111  West  Washington  Street, 
Chicago  2,  HI.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  Canned  goods,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes, 
from  Fruitland,  Md.,  and  Bridgeville, 
Del.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  and  Missouri, 
and  from  Fruitland,  Md.,  to  points  in 
Illinois  and  Indiana.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Massachusetts,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Missouri,  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Vermont,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Ohio,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F-8540.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  J.  J.  WILLIS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  306  East  Second  Street,  Post 
Office  Box  2112,  Odessa,  Tex.,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  MERCURY  OIL- 
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FIELD  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  1083,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
and  for  acquisition  by  MARY  ADELE 
WILLIS,  Odessa,  Tex.,  as  executrix  of 
the  estate  of  J.  J.  WILLIS,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorneys:  Jerry  Prestridge, 
Post  Office  Box  858,  Austin,  Tex.,  78765, 
and  Rufus  Lawson,  Post  Office  Box  5114, 
Oklahoma  City  7,  Okla.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum,  and  their  products 
and  by-products;  and  machinery,  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in, 
or  in  connection  with,  the  construction, 
operation,  repair,  servicing,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe  lines,  in¬ 
cluding  the  stringing  and  picking  up 
thereof,  except  the  stringing  or  picking 
up  of  pipe  in  connection  with  main  or 
trunk  pipe  lines,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  between  points  in 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Louisiana,  Texas,  New  Mexico, 
and  Arizona.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9481;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


"  [Notice  No.  860] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  30,  1963. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  65833.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1963,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Maynard  D. 
Blanchard  and  Thomas  H.  Newman,  Jr., 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  Acadia 
Express  Company,  Southwest  Harbor, 
Maine,  joined  as  applicants  in  No.  MC 
28806  (Sub-No.  3),  BOR  99  filed  in  the 
name  of  Harold  A.  Moore,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Moore’s  Express,  Ellsworth  Falls, 
Maine,  for  certificate  of  registration  to 
operate  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authorizing  operations  under  the 
former  second  proviso  of  section  206(a) 
(1)  of  the  Act,  supported  by  Maine  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  48,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  property  as  a  common  carrier 


between  Bangor,  Maine,  and  West  Tre- 
mont,  Maine,  passing  through  and  serv¬ 
ing:  Bangor,  Brewer,  East  Hampden, 
Holden,  Lucerne,  Goose  Pond,  Green 
Lake,  Nicolin,  North  Ellsworth,  Ells¬ 
worth  Falls,  Ellsworth,  Trenton,  Town 
Hill,  Somesville,  Hall  Quarry,  Southwest 
Harbor,  Manset,  Seawall,  McKinley, 
Bernard,  Tremont,  Seal  Cover,  Center, 
and  West  Tremont.  Francis  E.  Barrett, 
25  Bryant  Avenue,  East  Milton  86  (Bos¬ 
ton),  Mass.,  attorney  for  applicant. 

No.  MC-FC  65947.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1963,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Samuel  F. 
O’Brien,  doing  business  as  O’Brien  Mov¬ 
ing  &  Storage,  153  Charlestown  Road, 
Claremont,  N.H.,  of  Permit  in  No.  MC 
62326,  issued  December  6,  1949,  to  E. 
Clarence  Peterson,  doing  business  as  E. 
C.  Peterson,  45  Forest  Street,  Claremont, 
N.H.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
Cement  vaults,  from  Claremont,  N.H.,  to 
points  in  Vermont  and  New  Hampshire; 
and,  such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  and  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  from  Claremont,  N.H.,  to  specified 
points  in  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont. 

No.  MC-FC  66006.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1963,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Hilt  Truck  Line, 
Inc.,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  of  Certificates  in 
Nos.  MC  123462  and  MC  123462  (Sub- 
No.  2),  issued  June  9,  1961  and  March  8, 
1963,  respectively,  to  Nebraska  Motor  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of:  Malt  beverages, 
over  regular  routes,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
to  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  serving  specified  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to 
Beatrice,  Nebr.,  from  Milwaukee,  Wauke¬ 
sha  and  La  Crosse,  Wis.,  to  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
from  Quincy,  Ill.,  to  Lincoln,  Nebr.; 
canned  goods,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to 
Lincoln,  Nebr.;  fresh  meats,  packing¬ 
house  products,  and  frozen  poultry,  from 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  and  parts  thereof,  from 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  serving 
specified  intermediate  points;  macaroni, 
noodles,  grain  products,  pancake  and 
cake  flour,  spaghetti,  and  vermicelli,  from 
Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  St.  Paul  and  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Waterloo 
and  Clinton,  Iowa,  serving  intermediate 
points;  eggs  and  dressed  poultry,  from 
Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  junk, 
from  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
Marshalltown,  Iowa;  over  irregular 
routes:  Grain,  from  points  in  Iowa,  to 
Grand  Island,  Nebr.;  petroleum  products, 
from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  City 
and  Topeka,  Kans.,  to  Grand  Island, 
Nebr.;  agricultural  implements  and  parts 
thereof,  and  twine,  from  Chicago,  Can¬ 
ton,  and  East  Moline,  Ill.,  to  Grand  Is¬ 
land,  Nebr.;  feed,  from  Topeka,  Kans., 
to  Grand  Island,  Nebr.;  canned  goods, 
from  points  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  and  Kansas, 
to  Grand  Island,  Nebr.;  food  products 
and  canned  goods,  from  Chicago,  Ill., 
and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  Grand  Island, 
Nebr.;  hides  and  junk  metal,  from  Hast¬ 
ings,  Nebr.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  livestock, 
between  Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  and  points 
in  Nebraska  within  50  miles  of  Grand 
Island,  and  Columbus,  Nebr.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Colo¬ 


rado,  Wyoming,  South  Dakota,  Kansas, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania;  household  goods  and  emi¬ 
grant  movables,  between  points  within 
25  miles  of  Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  includ¬ 
ing  Grand  Island,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  Colorado,  and  South  Da¬ 
kota;  and  agricultural  machinery,  trucks, 
tractors,  and  parts  thereof,  between  Chi¬ 
cago,  Rock  Island,  and  Canton,  Ill.,  and 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Grand  Island,  Ogal- 
lala,  Sutherland,  Big  Spring,  and  Brule, 
Nebr.  Donald  E.  Leonard,  605  South 
14th  Street,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66019.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1963,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  George  Transit 
Line,  Inc.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  of  Certifi¬ 
cate  in  No.  MC  119657,  issued  December 
13,  1960,  to  F.  S.  Millard,  Grimes,  Iowa, 
authorizing  the  transportation  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  of  prepared  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin;  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  the  above-specified  destination 
points  to  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  radios,  from 
Chicago,  HI.,  to  Des  Moines,  Iowa; 
ironers  and  parts  therefor,  and  washing 
machines  and  parts  therefor,  from 
Peoria,  Ill.,  to  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  from 
Newton,  Iowa,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  and  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45;  washing  machines,  wash¬ 
ing  machine  parts  and  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  thereof,  ironers 
and  parts  thereof,  drain  tubs,  and 
paper  fibre  cartons,  between  Newton  and 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  and  Ne¬ 
braska;  animal  and  poultry  feed,  from 
Danville,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Arkansas  and 
Kansas;  and  damaged,  defective,  re¬ 
jected,  or  returned  shipments  of  animal 
and  poultry  feed  and  empty  containers 
used  in  transporting  animal  and  poultry 
feed,  from  points  in  Arkansas  and  Kan¬ 
sas  to  Danville,  Ill.  Robert  E.  Dreher, 
212  Equitable  Building,  Des  Moines  9, 
Iowa,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66176.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1963,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Union  Garage, 
Inc.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  of  Certificate 
in  No.  MC  119542,  issued  October  5, 1961, 
to  James  E.  Anderson,  doing  business  as 
Union  Garage  Car  Processing  Center, 
Fairfield,  Calif.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  secondary  movement,  in 
driveaway  service,  from  the  site  of  Travis 
Air  Force  Base  near  Fairfield,  Calif.,  to 
Oakland,  Calif.,  via  Richmond,  Calif. 
Marquan  C.  George,  20th  Floor,  Tribune 
Tower,  Oakland  12,  Calif.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66198.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1963,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Schultz  Trucking 
Service,  Inc.,  St.  Francis,  Kans.,  of  Cer¬ 
tificates  in  Nos.  MC  115742  and  MC 
115742  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  March  28, 
1957,  and  February  19, 1962,  respectively, 
to  Theodore  Schultz,  doing  business  as 
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Schultz  Trucking  Service,  St.  Francis, 
Kans.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
general  commodities,  excluding  house¬ 
hold  goods,  over  regular  route,  between 
Denver,  Colo.,  and  St.  Francis,  Kans., 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  but  serv¬ 
ing  Bird  City,  Kans.,  as  an  off-route 
point;  general  commodities,  excluding 
household  goods,  over  irregular  routes, 
between  points  in  Colorado  east  of  the 


Continental  Divide,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Cheyenne 
County,  Kans.;  and  livestock,  grain, 
livestock  feed,  seeds,  salt,  building  mate¬ 
rials,  contractor’s  tools  and  equipment, 
agricultural  machinery  and  tools,  coal, 
wood,  fencing  materials  and  posts,  scrap 
metals  and  junk,  over  irregular  routes, 
between  points  in  Cheyenne,  Rawlins, 
and  Sherman  Counties,  Kans.,  Yuma 


County,  Colo.,  and  Dundy  County,  Nebr., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  Einar  Viren,  904  City  National 
Bank  Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr.,  attor¬ 
ney  for  applicants. 

[  seal  ]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-9482;  Filed,  Sept.  4,  1963; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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